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0241. Also, petition of American Legion Post, No. 376, of
Rothsay, Minn,, numbering 43 members, favoring cash. pay-
ment of bonus; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9242, Also, petition of Charles C. Winter, Edwin Aasen,
and nine other residents of Roseau County, urging enact-
ment of provision to pay adjusted-compensation certificates
in cash; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9243. Also, petition of Hendrum Cooperative Creamery
Association, Hendrum, Minn., at their annual meeting, urg-
ing enactment of Brigham bill (H. R. 15934) to levy a 10-
cent tax on colored oleomargarine by unbleached palm oil;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

9244, By Mr. SHREVE: Petition of 28 members of Col-
onel Lytle Post, No. 7, Women’s Relief Corps, Albion, Pa.,
for support of a World War veterans’ bill giving pensions
to the widows and orphans and the chronically disabled; to
the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation.

9245, Also, petition of Dora E. Hutchings, secretary, and
a number of members of Oakley K. Cobb Auxiliary, No. 5617,
American Legion, Albion, Pa. for World War veterans’
legislation giving pensions to the widows and orphans and
to the chronically disabled; also a bill to provide hospitali-
zation for all veterans; to the Committee on World War
Veterans’' Legislation.

9246. By Mr. SPARKS: Petition of a special meeting of
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Hays, Kans.,
for the Federal supervision of motion pictures, as provided
in the Grant Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

9247. Also, petition of 19 members at a regular meeting
of the Covert Community Young Women’s Christian Asso-
ciation, of Covert, Kans., for the Federal supervision of
motion pictures as provided in the Grant Hudson motion
picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

9248. Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance
Union of Lincoln, Kans., for the Federal supervision of
motion pictures, as provided in the Grant Hudson motion
picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

9249. By Mr. SULLIVAN of Pennsylvania: Protest of
Grace S. Munhall, as governor of the Pennsylvania Chapter,
International Federation of Catholic Alumnae, to Senate
bill 4582, amending the tariff act and Criminal Code; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

9250. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of James R. Hunt Post,
No. 639, American Legion, Claysville, Pa., favoring the pay-
ment of adjusted compensation in full immediately; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

9251. By Mr. WATSON: Petition of ex-service men and
citizens of Pottstown, Pa., and vicinity, urging the immedi-
ate payment to veterans of the World War the cash value of
their adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

9252. Also, petition of residents of Bucks County, Pa., urg-
ing support of Sparks-Capper bill, alien representation
amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

9253. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of First Savings & Trust
Co., of Derry, and Vandergrift Savings & Trust Co., Vander-
grift, Pa., opposing cash payment of adjusted-service cer-
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9254. Also, petition of Trafford Post, No. 331, the Ameri-
can Legion, Trafford, Pa., urging cash payment as of 1945
at this time of adjusted-service certificates; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

9255. Also, petition of Rev. W. V. Barnhart, pastor of the
First United Brethren Church, of Latrobe, Pa., urging sup-
port of Sparks-Capper amendment eliminating approxi-
mately 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens in proposed congres-
sional reapportionment; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

9256. Also, petition of Emma E. Walter Union of the
Women’s Christian Temperance Union, of West Newton, Pa.
(50 members), urging support of Sparks-Capper amend-
ment eliminating approximately 7,500,000 unnaturalized
aliens in proposed congressional reapportionment; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.
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SENATE

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 10, 1931
(Legislative day of Monday, January 26, 1931)

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration
of the recess.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senate will receive a mes~
sage from the House of Representatives.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr.
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker had
affixed his signature to the following enrolled bills, and they
were signed by the Vice President:

5.1533. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to adjust payment of charges due on the Blackfeet Indian
irrigation project, and for other purposes;

5.4211. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to pro-
vide for the elimination of the Michigan Avenue grade cross-
ing in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,”
approved March 3, 1927;

S5.4307. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the
District of Columbia to compromise and settle a certain
suit at law resulting from the forfeiting of the contract of
the Commercial Coal Co. with the District of Columbia in
1916;

S.4551. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to estab-
lish a Code of Law for the District of Columbia,” approved
March 3, 1901, and the acts amendatory thereof and supple-
mental thereto;

H.R.5627. An act relating to the naturalization of certain
aliens; and

H.R.10166. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy
to proceed with the construction of certain public works at
Philadelphia, Pa., and for other purposes.

BAY OF SAN FRANCISCO BRIDGE

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. La ForrerTE] has the floor.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wiscon-
sin yield to the Senator from California?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, I yield.

Mr, JOEHNSON. From the Committee on Commerce I
report favorably, with amendments, the bill (S. 5825) grant-
ing the consent of Congress to the State of California to
construct, maintain, and operate a toll bridge across the
Bay of San Francisco from the Rincon Hill district in San
Francisco, by way of Goat Island, to Oakland over the
Key Route Mole, and I submit a report (No. 1562) thereon.
I ask unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of
the bill. I will state to the Senator from Wisconsin and
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] that all the depart-
ments agree and approve. The commission appointed by the
President of the United States and the State of California
met and have approved. The bill is the result of their joint
efforts.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection if it does not lead fo
discussion.

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con-
sider the bill. The amendment was, on page 2, line 23, be-
fore the word “ years,” to strike out “ 20 ” and insert “ 40,”
s0 as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete, That the consent of Congress is hereby
granted to the State of California to construct, maintain, and op-
erate a8 bridge and approaches thereto across the Bay of San Fran-
cisco at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or near
the general site from Rincon Hill, in the city and county of San
Francisco, to and across Goat Island, in S8an Francisco Bay, thence
to Oakland, in the county of Alamedsa, in accordance with the
provisions of an act entitled “An act to regulate the construction
of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1806, and
subject to the conditions and limitations contained in this act:
Provided, That permission for such bridge to cross the Govern-
ment reservations on Goat Island shall first be obtained from
the Secretaries of War, Navy, and Commerce: Provided further,
That if any buildings, improvements, or facilities on such Govern-
ment reservations are damaged or destroyed by the construction
of said bridge they shall be repaired or replaced by the State of
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California on a site or sites acceptable to the respective head of
the department having jurisdiction over the property involved.

Sec. 2. If tolls are charged for the use of such bridge, the rates
of toll shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay
the reasonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the
bridge and its approaches under economical management, and to
provide a sinking fund sufficient to amortize the cost of the bridge
and its approaches, including reasonable interest and financing
cost, as soon as possible under reasonable charges, but within a
period of not to exceed 40 years from the completion thereof.
After a sinking fund sufficient for such amortization sghall have
been so provided, such bridge shall thereafter be maintained and
operated free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall thereafter be g0
adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed the amount neces-
sary for the proper maintenance, repair, and operation of the
bridge and its approaches under economical management. An ac-
curate record of the costs of the bridge and its approaches, the
expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and operating the same,
and of the dally tolls collected, shall be kept and shall be available
for the information of all persons interested.

Sec. 3. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved, and the United States shall incur no liability
of any kind whatsoever for the alteration, amendment, _or repeal
thereof.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting
the consent of Congress to the State of California to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a toll bridge across the Bay of
San Francisco from the Rincon Hill district in S8an Francisco
by way of Goat Island to Oakland.”

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum. ‘

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wiscon-
sin yield for that purpose?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Ashurst Fess King Schall
Barkley Fletcher La Follette Sheppard
Bingham Frazier McGill Bhipstead
Black George McKellar Shortridge
Blaine Gillett McMaster Smith

Blease Glass McNary Smoot

Borah Glenn Metcalf Bteiwer
Bratton Goff Morrison Stephens
Brock Goldsborough Morrow Swanson
Brookhart Gould Moses Thomas, Idaho
Broussard Hale Norbeck Thomas, Okla,
Bulkley Harris Norris Townsend
Capper Harrison Nye Trammi
Caraway Hatfield Oddie Tydings
Carey Hawes Partridge Vandenberg
Connally Hayden Patterson Wagner
Copeland Hebert Phipps Walcott
Couzens Heflin Pine Walsh, Mass,
Cutting Howell Pittman ‘Walsh, Mont.
Dale Johnson Ransdell Waterman
Davis Jones Reed Watson
Deneen Kean Robinson, Ark. Wheeler

Dill Eendrick Robinson, Ind.  Williamson

Mr. TOWNSEND. I desire to announce that my colleague
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hasrtings] is un-
avoidably detained from the Senate. I ask that this an-
nouncement may stand for the day.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety-two Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Mr. TYDINGS presented a resolution unanimously adopted
by Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Post, No. 81, the American
Legion, of Baltimore, Md., favoring the adoption of the re-
lief program for ex-service men passed by the American
Legion at its Boston (Mass.) convention, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Snow
Hill, Md., praying for the prompt ratification of the World
Court protocols, which was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

Mr. GILLETT presented petitions numerously signed by
sundry citizens of the State of Massachusetts, praying for
the passage of legislation for the exemption of dogs from
vivisection in the District of Columbia, which were referred
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.
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Mr. COPELAND presented petitions of sundry citizens of
Rochester and vicinity, in the State of New York, praying
for the passage of legislation withdrawing War Department
aid to compulsory military training in the high schools and
colleges of the country, which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Mr. CAPPER presented petitions numerously signed by
sundry citizens of Hays, Nicherson, Hillshoro, Goessel, New-
ton, Almena, and Calvert, all in the State of Kansas, pray-
ing for the prompt ratification of the World Court protocols,
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pitts-
burg, Kans., praying for the passage of legislation providing
for the immedia.t.e cash payment at full face value of
adjusted-service certificates of ex-service men, which was
referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a resolution adopted by Earl F. Shirkey
Post, No. 155, the American Legion, of Beattie, Kans., favor-
ing the passage of legislation for the early payment to
World War veterans of at least 80 per cent of their adjusted-
service credit, which was referred to the Committee on
Finance.

He also presented petitions numerously signed by sundry
citizens of Arkansas City, Kans., praying for the passage of
legislation imposing a tariff on crude petroleum, which
were referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a resolution adopted by Carpenters’
Union No. 1587, of Hutchinson, Kans., favoring the passage
of legislation placing an embargo on crude oil and its by-
products, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Kaw Val-
ley Holstein Breeders' Association, of Basehor, Kans., favor-
ing the passage of legislation imposing a tax on colored
oleomargarine, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions numerously signed by sundry
citizens of Ellsworth County, Kans., praying for the passage
of legislation placing an embargo on the importation of
crude petroleum, which were ordered to lie on the table.

BIRTH CONTROL

Mr. COPELAND,. Mr. President, I have a letter from the
Brooklyn Catholic Big Sisters protesting against the birth
control bill. I ask that this short letter may be printed
in the REcorp and referred to the Judiciary Committee,

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in
the REcorp, as follows:

BroorLYN, N. Y., February 6, 1931.
Hon. RoyAL S. COPELAND,

58 Central Park West, New York City.

My Dear MR. CoreranDp: This organization is opposed to Senate
bill 4582, to amend tariff act (1930) and Penal Code to permit im-
portation, distribution, and sale of contraceptive literature and
instruments on the following grounds: The great danger this
proposed legislation is to the public health and morals, especially
to our youth, the increase in obscenity which will result if Fed-
eral restriction is removed, and the spread of immoral literature
which will result from it.

Kindly have our protest printed in CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD.

Very truly yours,
BrookLYN CatHOLIc Bic Sisters (Iwc.),
HeLEN McCorMICK, President.

CONTROL OF CRIME ON HIGHWAYS

Mr. BROOKHART presented the following concurrent
resolution of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, which
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary:

House Concurrent Resolution 10. (By Mr. Ellsworth)

Whereas the State of Iowa has through the acts of its general
s.ssemhly from time to time complied with the conditions of the

“ Federal road aid act” and has in conformity thereto r.leelgnated
portions of the primary road system as Federal highways; and

Whereas the Bt.ate of Iowa has similarly, and from time to time,
provided for the improvement of both primary roads and second-
ary roads for the use of rural postal service, and has provided for
the designation of such roads as “ rural post roads’; and

Whereas the improvement of such roads and highways has alded
lawbreaking and encouraged crime to an extent that a serlous
emergency exists and State and local law-enforcement organiza-
tions are unable fo cope with the situation; and

Whereas it is the policy and the duty of the Federal Government
to cooperate in the control and prevention of violence and crime
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in an emergency, and it already has efficiently organized facilities
for doing so: Therefore be it

Resolved by the house (the senate concurring), That in this
serious emergency created by organized crime the State should
have the aid and cooperation of the Federal Government and
the Federal law-enforcement agencies already existing, and we
ask congressional legislation that will bring early relief in this
extremity; and be it further

Resolved, That this resolution be transmitted to the United
States Senators and the Members of from Iowa.

I hereby certify that this resolution is a true and correct copy
of the original known as House Concurrent Resolution No. 10,
adopted by the house on February 3, and concurred in by the
senate on February 4, 1931.

Bam C. REGAN,
Chief Clerk of the House, Foriy-fourth General Assembly.

Dated February 7, 1931.
ROAD IN THE QUINAULT INDIAN RESERVATION, WASH.

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I present House Joint Memorial
No. 2 of the legislature of my State, which I ask may be
printed in the Recorp and appropriately referred.

There being no objection, the joint memorial was re-
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to
be printed in the Recorb, as follows:

House Joint Memorial 2

To the Honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the

United States of America in Congress Assembled:

We, your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representa-
tives of the State of Washington, in legislative session assembled,
most respectfully represent and petition your honorable body as
follows:

Whereas the Quinault Indian Reservation, set aside by the
United States Government for the exclusive use and right of the
Quinault, Queets, Hoh, and Quillayute Indian Tribes, contains
some 169,000 acres of timberland on which there is 3,000,000,000
feet of merchantable tax-free timber; that this large area has no
roads of any consequence; that fishing is the principal industry
of these Indians; that this area is entirely within Grays Harbor
and Jefferson Counties; that these counties and the State of
Washington are carrying on an extensive road-building program;
that these roads are now constructed to Moclips on the south, or
southern boundary of the Quinault Indian Reservation, to the
Queets River on the north or northern boundary of said reserva-
tion; that the four Indian tribes named herein have appealed to
Grays Harbor and Jefferson Countles and to the State of Wash-
ington for their assistance in the construction of a road from
Moclips and joining at that point with the Grays Harbor County
beach highway to a point on the Queets River, a distance of
approximately 25 miles, near the Queets Indian village and join-
ing State Road No. 9 at that point; that we, your memorialists,
feel that these Indians are wards of the United States Govern-
ment and that as all this proposed road lies within the Quinault
Indian Reservation and will materially benefit these Indians the
burden of expense in the construction of such a road should be
borne by the United States Government: Therefore

Be it resolved by the Legisiature of the State of Washington,
That the attention of Congress be called to the urgent need of
the early construction of this highway, and of its material benefit
to the unemployed at this time. Further, that a highway follow-
ing the Pacific coast shore line will eventually be a link of the
coastal or marine drive known as the Roosevelt Highway; be it
further

Resolved, That this memorial be immediately forwarded to the
State of Washington's Senators and Representatives in Congress
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs at Washington, D. C.

Passed the house January 30, 1931.

Epwin J. TEMPLETON,
Speaker of the House.

Passed the senate February 2, 1931,

JoHN A. GELLATLY,
President of the Senate.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr. WALSH of Montana, from the Committee on Public
Lands and Surveys, to which was referred the bill (H. R.
3820) to amend section 1 of the act entitled “An act to pro-
vide for stock-raising homesteads, and for other purposes,”
approved December 29, 1916, reported it with amendments
and submitted a report (No. 1563) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred
the bill (H. R. 11820) to authorize issuance of a patent for
certain lands to J. R. Murphy, reported it without amend-
ment and submitted a report (No. 1564) thereon.

Mr. NORBECK, from the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 9599) to
authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to carry out his
10-year cooperative program for the eradication, suppres-
sion, or bringing under control of predatory and other wild
animals injurious to agriculture, horticulture, forestry, ani-
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mal husbandry, wild game, and other interests, and for the
suppression of rabies and tularemia in predatory or other
wild animals, and for other purposes, reported it without
amendment and submitted a report (No. 1565) thereon.

Mr, PHIPPS, from the Committee on Irrigation and Recla-
mation, to which was referred the bill (S. 5981) authorizing
the sale of surplus power developed under the Grand Valley
reclamation project, Colorado, reported it without amend-
ment and submitted a report (No. 1566) thereon.

Mr. BROCK, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (S. 5219) for the relief of John A. Pierce,
reported it with amendments and submitted a report (No.
1568) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred
the bill (H. R. 5926) for the relief of Lillian N. Lakin,
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No.
1567) thereon.

Mr. BROOKHART, from the Committee on Claims, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 10542) for the relief of
John A. Arnold, reported it without amendment and sub-
mitted a report (No. 1569) thereon.

Mr. HOWELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 8583) for the relief of the
State of Maine and the city of Portsmouth, N. H., reported
it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1570)
thereon.

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (S. 5475) for the relief of the George C. Mans-
field Co. and George D. Mansfield, reported it with amend-
ments and submitted a report (No. 1571) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred
the bill (8. 5353) for the relief of Mrs. Herman M. Warr,
reported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No.
1572) thereon. )

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred
the bill (8. 6072) for the relief of C. H. Price, reported it
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1573)
thereon.

Mr. STEPHENS, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 10635) for the relief of the
Robins Dry Dock & Repair Co., reported it without amend-
ment and submitted a report (No. 1574) thereon.

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, to which was referred the joint resolution (H. J.
Res. 404) to change the name of B Street NW. in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, reported it without amendment and sub-
mitted a report (No. 1575) thereon.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED

Mr. PARTRIDGE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills,
reported that on to-day, February 10, 1931, that committee
presented to the President of the United States the following
enrolled bills:

5.1533. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to adjust payment of charges due on the Blackfeet Indian
irrigation project, and for other purposes;

S. 4211. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to pro-
vide for the elimination of the Michigan Avenue grade cross-
ing in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,”
approved March 3, 1927;

S.4307. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the
District of Columbia to compromise and settle a certain suit
at law resulting from the forfeiting of the contract of the
Commercial Coal Co. with the District of Columbia in 1916;
and

S.4551. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to estab-
lish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” approved
March 3, 1901, and the acts amendatory thereof and supple-
mental thereto.

REPORTS OF NOMINATIONS

As in executive session,

Mr. BORAH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re-
ported favorably the following nominations, which were
placed on the Executive Calendar:

Charles F, Parsons, of Hawaii, to be an associate justice
of the Supreme Court, Territory of Hawali;
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Albert M. Cristy, of Hawaii, to be second judge, first cir-
cuit, Territory of Hawaii; and

D. Lawrence Groner, of Virginia, to be an associate justice
of the Court of Appeals, District of Columbia.

Mr. PHIPPS, from the Commitiee on Post Offices and
Post Roads, reported favorably sundry post-office nomina-
tions, which were placed on the Executive Calendar.

BILLS AND A JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and
referred as follows:

- By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas:

A bill (8. 6106) to authorize the Leo N. Levi Memorial
Hospital Association to mortgage its property in Hot Springs
National Park; to the Committee on Public Lands and
Surveys.

By Mr. ASHURST:

A bill (8. 6107) granting a pension to Thomas M. Tingren;
and

A bill (S. 6108) granting an increase of pension to Ed-
ward M. Foltz; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BROUSSARD:

A bill (S. 6109) granting a pension fo Dr. John B. Sewell;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. JONES:

A bill (8. 6110) authorizing noncommissioned officers and
officers’ quarters at Camp Lewis, Wash.; to the Commitiee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DILL:

A bill (8. 6111) for the relief of Fred Ferch; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr, TYDINGS:

A bill (S. 6112) for the relief of Mary Robinson; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. JOHNSON:

A bill (8. 6113) for the relief of James M. Griffin, dis-
bursing agent, United States Coast and Geodetic Survey,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. WAGNER:

A bill (S. 6114) to authorize the United States Shipping
Board to sell certain property of the United States situated
in the city of Hoboken, N. J., to the Port of New York Au-
thority; to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana:

A bill (8. 6115) to provide a 5-day week for employees of
the Government Printing Office; to the Committee on Civil
Service. 7

By Mr. HAYDEN:

A bill (S. 6116) to expedite the deportation of certain
aliens, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Immi-
gration.

By Mr. WALSH of Montana:

A bill (S. 6117) authorizing the issuance of a patent to
certain lands in the State of Montana to Florence Kerr
Facey; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys.

By Mr. BARKLEY:

A bill (8. 6118) authorizing the Dixie Bridge Co., its
successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate
a bridge across the Ohio River and the Licking River at or
near the junction of the Ohio and Licking Rivers to con-
nect Cincinnati, Ohio, with Covington, Ky., and Newport,
Ky.; to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. TRAMMELL:

A bill (S. 6119) to provide for an investigation and report
of losses resulting from the campaign for the eradication of
the Mediterranean fruit fly; to the Committee on Agricul-
ture and Forestry.

By Mr. REED:

A bill (8. 6120) authorizing an appropriation of the sum
of $15,000 to defray the expenses of the Pan American Com-
mercial Conference, to be held in Washington, D. C., in 1931;
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

By Mr. BROCK:

A bill (S. 6121) to authorize the acquisition of a tract of
land at the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Mili-
tary Park, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.
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By Mr. HATFIELD:;

A bill (8. 6122) for the relief of John B. Canter: to the
Committee on Claims,

By Mr. HOWELL:

A bill (8. 6123) for the relief of William Louis Pitthan
(with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 6124) for the relief of S. F. Stacher (with accom-
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. KING (by request) :
A joint resolution (S. J. Res, 249) prohibiting diplomats
or foreign sovereigns from claiming immunity from process
under certain conditions; to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

AMENDMENT TO SECOND DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. WAGNER submitted an amendment proposing to ap-
propriate $40,000 for the collection and publication of sta-
tistics of the volume of and changes in employment as
required by law, including personal services in the District
of Columbia, intended to be proposed by him to the second
deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

On motion of Mr. Jounson, the Committee on Military
Affairs was discharged from the further consideration of the
bill (S. 6096) for the relief of certain blind persons disabled
in the military or naval service of the United States, and it
was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES

Messages in writing from the President of the United
States were communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one
of his secretaries.

SECOND POLAR YEAR PROGRAM (S. DOC. NO. 270)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow-
ing message from the President of the United States, which
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be
printed with the illustration:

To the Congress of the United States:

I commend fo the fayvorable consideration of the Congress
the inclosed report from the Secretary of State, to the end
that legislation may be enacted authorizing an appropria-
tion of $30,000 for participation by the United States Gov-
ernment in the Second Polar Year Program, August 1, 1932,
to August 31, 1933.

HEeRBERT HOOVER.

THE WHITE House, February 10, 1931.

CONSERVATION OF OIL SUFPPLY

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH. Mr. President, I ask unanimous
consent to have printed in the Recorp an editorial appear-
ing in the Washington Post of yesterday entitled “ Barred
by Treaty,” dealing with the question of the conservation
of the oil supply of the United States.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The editorial is as follows:

[From the Washington Post, Monday, February 9, 1931]
BARRED BY TREATY

A bill proposing to limit imports of crude oil and to prohibit
fmports of refined oil is pending before the Senate. I is sup-
ported by influential petroleum producers and has been favorably
raport.ed by the Senate Committee on Commerce,

Congress can not enact this legislation without violating the
Geneva convention for the abolition of import and export prohi-
bitions, to which the United States is a party. This convention
was approved by the Senate September 19, 1929, and proclaimed
by President Hoover March 6, 1930.

The purpose of the United States in adhering fo thls treaty
was to bring about the removal of restrictions and prohibitions
against American commerce, The United States, on its part,
pledges itself not to apply restrictions or prohibitions to imports.
The essential portion of the treaty is as follows:

* * The high contracting parties undertake to abolish
withm a period of six months from the date of the coming into
force of the present convention, in so far as the respective terri-
tories of each of them are concerned, all import and export pro-
hibitions or restrictions, and not thereafter to impose any such
prohibitions or restrictions.”

The signatories of the treaty are Germany, Austria, Belgium,
Great Britain, Denmark, United States, France, Hungary, Italy,
Japan, Luxemburg, Norway, Netherlands, Portugal, Rumania,
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Switzerland, and Yugoslavia. Other nations have the right to
accede to the convention. ;

Provision is made in the convention for arbitration of any dis-
pute arising from the interpretation or application of the provi-
sions of the convention. The convention extends for five years
from the date it came into force.

The Capper bill proposing to limit and prohibit the importa-
tion of petroleum provides that during 1931, 1932, and 1933 the
total importations of crude petroleum shall not exceed 16,000,000
barrels per year, and that the amount imported from each coun-
try shall be scaled down in proportion to the amount imported
from that country in 1928. The bill provides that the importa-
tion of refined petroleum and fuel oil shall be entirely prohibited
during the three years named.

Imports of crude petroleum and gasoline from the Dutch West
Indies are entitled to entry under the treaty which abolishes
restrictions and prohibitions. Yet the Capper bill would reduce
by about three-fourths the import of crude petroleum and pro-
hibit entirely the import of fuel oil and from the Dutch
West Indies. These islands were the largest exporters of crude
oil to the United States in 1928. Last year the imports of crude
ofil from the Dutch West Indies amounted to 9,780,219 barrels, and
the imports of fuel and refined oils amounted to 22,000,000 barrels.

Venezuela is a heavy exporter of petroleum to the United States.
Although that country does not appear to be a party to the
Geneva convention, it would suffer gross and unprovoked injury
by the proposed legislation, and undoubtedly would demand relief
through arbitration. The United States would be unable to jus-
tify its action, either under international law or under the con-
vention. In the convention the United States adhered to
the preamble, which declares that “import and export restric-
tions, and the arbitrary practices and disguised discriminations to
which they give rise, have had deplorable results;” and that * it
is important for the recovery and future development of world
trade that governments should abandon a policy which is equally
injurious to their own and to the general interest;” and that “a
return to the effective liberty of international commerce is one
of the primary conditions of world prosperity.”

A prohibition of imports is an embargo, which is essentially an
unfriendly act, usually applied only in extreme cases for the pur-
pose of exacting redress for grievances. It is unthinkable that the
United States should declare an embargo upon imports from
countries with which it is on terms of friendly intercourse.

The United States in ratifying the Geneva convention made the
reservation “ that the sald convention affects neither the tariff
systems nor the treaty-making methods of the participating
countries.”

The United States can impose a tariff duty upon crude or re-
fined oil, but it can not apply restrictions or prohibitions under
its treaty obligations. It is surprising that the members of the
Senate Committee on Commerce have forgotten the fact that
they voted only 18 months ago to ratify a treaty to abolish restric-
tions and prohibitions of imports and exports. The treaty was
unanimously approved by the Senate.

FARM WOMEN IN RUSSIA

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, on yesterday a news
dispatch appeared in different papers of the United States in
regard to the women of Russia being forced to work or
starve. I desire to have the article inserted in the Recorp
at this point.

" The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The article is as follows:

FARM WOMEN MUST TOIL WITH MEN—AGRICULTURAL REORGANIZATION
IS ORDERED—" LOAFERS " WARNED FOOD SUPPLY WILL BE CUT

Moscow, February 9 (I. N. 8.)—A nation-wide reorganization of
its agricultural labor forces and marshaling of every available
hand in an effort to speed up productivity of its vast collective
farms was ordered to-day by the soviet collective farm central
committee here.

Standing squarely on a basis of “ work or starve,” the committee
prescribed a definite amount of daily work to its 25,000,000 peasant
members, specifying that women as well as men must bend their
backs to harder toil.

In laying down the minimum requirements of labor expected of
each farm hand, the committee went to great lengths to regulate
all phases of agricultural activity on the collective farms. Mem-
bers assigned to the horse plow, the decree provided, must plow
a dally average of three-quarters of a hectare (approximately 2
acres); drivers of hay-mowing machines must daily cut 4 hectares
(10 acres).

The committee warned “ loafers" that food rations and wages
henceforth will be given only on a basis of dally labor, and that
those who did not work could not expect to eat.

INVESTIGATION BY THE TARIFF COMMISSION—METAL PENS
Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I send to the desk a reso-
lution asking for an investigation by the Tariff Commis-

sion, and I ask unanimous consent for its immediate
consideration.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wiscon-
sin yield to the Senator from New York for that purpose?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I do not wish to lose
the floor, and I would not want to yield for that purpose
unless it is agreeable to tha Senator from Utah [Mr, Smoot],
in charge of the pending appropriation bill.

Mr. SMOOT. I did not understand the request of the
Senator from New York.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the resolution be reported
for the information of the Senate.

The resolution (S. Res. 438) was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the United States Tariffi Commission is hereby
directed to investigate for the purposes of section 336 of the tariff
act of 1930 differences between the domestic and foreign costs of

production of the following articles: Pens of plain and carbon
steel and wholly or in part of other metal.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the im-
mediate consideration of the resolution?

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection if it does not lead to
any discussion.

There being no objection, the resolution was considered
and agreed to.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
14675) making appropriations for the Department of the
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for
other purposes.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Presidenf, upon analysis the
proposed amendment is not a compromise. If is an uncon-
ditional surrender. Three weeks ago the Senate, having
been informed' of conditions in the drought-stricken States
and in the urban centers of the country, came to the con-
clusion that the ordinary measures of relief were inadequate,
and by an overwhelming vote adopted the amendment
offered by the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RosiN-
son] providing that $25,000,000 should be appropriated to
supplement and to extend the relief efforts being carried on
in the cities and in the drought-stricken States. Now we
are asked to turn our backs upon human suffering which
exists in the agricultural sections and in the industrial
cenfers of this country.

Mr. President, there is adequate testimony to support the
contention that the situation in the drought-stricken States
has never been equaled in our history. The widespread
suffering caused by the unprecedented-drought came after
many years of agricultural distress in those communities.
It found the citizens in those States in a condition which
made it absolutely impossible for them to cope with the
calamity. The evidence is likewise overwhelming that the
urban centers are now suffering from a more serious eco-
nomic crisis than has ever confronted the country. While
it is true that we have not accurate statistics concerning
the number of unemployed, I think it is conservative to
estimate the total number of unemployed to be at least
6,000,000. Many reputable economists who have studied
the situation place the total at a much higher figure.

Coupled with that, Mr. President, there is part-time em-
ployment; and, upon the basis of the letters received by
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WaLsa] and myself
from the mayors of over 300 cities, and also based upon the
Metropolitan Life Insurance Co.’s survey, it is indicated that

part-time employment is affecting at least an additional

5,000,000 workers. In many instances it is perfectly evident
that the part-time employment is so meager that the worker
enjoying such part-time employment is unable to support
his family, and is, therefore, likewise in need of assistance
from charitable organizations.

Now, I wish to refer to the language of the proposed com-
promise amendment. The first provision of it enables the
Secretary of Agriculture to loan money upon the same terms
as provided in Public Resolution No. 112—the so-called
$45,000,000 relief joint resolution—for the purpose of feeding
livestock other than work stock.
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In addition to that, the améndment provides—

The sum of $20,000,000 to be used by the Secretary of Agricul-
ture for the following purposes: (1) To make advances or leans to
individuals in the drought and/or storm or hail stricken areas of
the United States for the purpose of assisting in forming local
agricultural-credit corporations, livestock loan companies, or like
organizations, or of increasing the capital stock of such corpora-
tions, companies, or organizations, qualified to do business with
Federal intermediate credit banks, or to which such privileges may
be extended, and/or of making loans to individuals upon the se-
curity of the capital stock of such corporations, companies, or
cofganizations; and (2) to make advances or loans to farmers for
crop production for the crop of 1931 and for further agricultural
rehabilitation in the drought and/or storm stricken or hail
stricken areas of the United States. The advances and loans made
pursuant to this act and amendment thereto shall be secured by
liens on crops or by other security, under such rules and regula-
tlons as the Secretary of Agriculture may prescribe.

It is perfectly obvious that the terms of this proposed
amendment provide only for extending relief to those who
are in a position to furnish security, and therefore those
most in need of relief, if this act shall be honestly and
fairly administered, will be unable to obtain it. If they
are able to furnish security by giving a lien upon their
crops, or through notes or mortgages which the Secretary
of Agriculture may determine a security, it is obvious that
they are not in destitute circumstances; and yet the testi-
mony coming from those who are familiar with conditions
in the drought-stricken States indicates that there are lit-
erally thousands upon thousands of farmers who are unable
to furnish security of any kind. :

Mr. President, it has been claimed by many that the
adoption of this amendment will enable the intermediate
credit banks and other security organizations to step into
the breach and relieve those who are in dlstress That, in
my judgment, will prove a false hope.

I wish to direct attention to the fact that the intermedi-
ate credit banks are not institutions prepared to take care
of emergency situations. Their powers are prescribed by law
and restricted by regulations. There is no authority either
in law or in the regulations to permit the intermediate
credit banks to provide for relief in this emergency. What-
ever funds the intermediate credit banks have are procured
by the sale of “ readily marketable ” debentures “ supported
by ” the securities given by the borrowing farmers. Inter-
mediate credit banks are rediscount institutions. They may
discount or purchase “ any note, draft, bill of exchange, or
debenture,” the proceeds of which have been used for agri-
cultural purposes, provided such notes have been indorsed by
some bank or other-lending agency from which the inter-
mediate credit banks are specifically authorized by law to
purchase or rediscount paper.

The intermediate credit banks do not loan to individuals
and they can not handle the paper of individual farmers
unless and until it has been indorsed by some bank or lend-
ing corporation.

I wish to call attention to the statement in the regulations
of the Federal Farm Loan Board in matters pertaining to
the Federal intermediate eredit banks under the title “ Pur-
pose and Policy,” as follows:

Intermediate credit banks not emergency agencies. The inter-
mediate credit banks were not created as emergency agencles.
They can not, therefore, be expected to take, directly or indirectly,
inadequately secured paper. They were intended by the law which
brought them into existence to represent a permanent system of
intermediate banking, to handle farm credits for a longer period
than ordinarily may be extended by banks of deposit and falling
short of the long-term farm loan, with maturities of not less
than six months nor more than three years. Their permanence
and usefulness are dependent upon making sound loans, because
to procure their funds they must rely upon the ready market-
ability of debentures supported by these securities.

And on page 13 of the regulations, under the title “Ade-
quacy of Securities,” there is this statement:

The intermediate credit banks will rediscount farmers' or stock-
men’'s notes, the proceeds of which have been used for an agri-
cultural purpose, when supported by collateral or a satisfactory
financial statement assuring liquidation of the loans within the
maturities authorized by the act.

The collateral securing such notes should be self-liquidating
within the period for which the loans may be made under the
law. By " self-liquidating ™ is meant that the collateral in the
ordinary and natural course of production and orderly marketing
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may, at the end of such natural period, be sold for an amount
sufficient to discharge the debt. The margin of security should
be adequate to protect the banks during the full term of the loan.

It is thus perfectly evident, Mr. President, upon the_read-
ing of these regulations, that the intermediate-credit banks
can not be of any assistance to those who are in need.

Mr. NORBECK. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wiscon-
sin yield to the Senator from South Dakota?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, I yield.

Mr. NORBECK. The Senator will recall that about 10
years ago Congress took up the question of what was the
matter with the farmer, and decided, after spending about
$100,000 on an investigation, that he needed an opportunity
to borrow more money. What grew out of it was the inter-
mediate credit banks. We have had the intermediate credit
bank system for 10 years, and the futility of it is well known
to every farmer in the whole country. It was just farm
relief joke No. 1; that is all.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. I thank the Senator for his ob-
servation, because it is well known that he has given the
farm-credit sitfuation a great deal of study, but I felt it
was necessary, may I say to the Senator, to point out that
the intermediate credit banks can not function in this
situation for the relief of those who are suffering most. To
hold out that hope to these destitute farmers is only to
tragically disappoint those who are in distress in the
drought-stricken States.

Mr. NORBECK. I think the Senator might add that 10
years’ experience has conclusively proven that they were
not intended to function.

Mr, SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wiscon-
sin yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield.

Mr, SHIPSTEAD. I want to say, in reply to the Senator
from South Dakota, that during the past 10 years we have
not had the benefit of the sympathy of the Department of
Agriculture as now guaranteed in the letter of the President.

Mr. NORBECK. Intermediate credit banks were one of
the farm relief measures, it will be recalled, that both sides
of the Senate grew quite enthusiastic about; there was no
partisan difference on it; both sides favored relieving the
farmer with this measure at the time.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I thank the Senator for his obser-
vation.

Mr. President, it will be perfectly obvious, in so far as the
administration of the $20,000,000 provided in the confer-
ence report provision is concerned, that those who are count-
ing upon the assistance of the intermediate credit banks are
bound to be disappointed. Under the law and regulations,
which have the force of law, these institutions can not assist
in the work of relief. .

Mr. President, the second provision in this compromise
amendment authorizes the Secretary of Agriculture to loan
money directly to farmers. But what are the terms upon
which he is to make those loans? The language is:

The advances and loans made pursuant to this act and amend-
ment thereto shall be secured by liens on crops or by other
security.

It is perfectly clear that under that language the Secre-
tary of Agriculture would be derelict in his duty if he did
not require security which would be reasonably expected to
meet the obligation at the end of the period for which the
loan is provided. Otherwise the Secretary of Agriculture
must disregard the ordinary interpretation of the word
“ security.” Either this law is to be administered by the
Secretary of Agriculture without any regard to its provisions
or it is a fraud upon those who are expecting relief.

In view of the situation which has existed in the admin-
istration of the $45,000,000 fund, I do not feel that there
is any foundation for the belief that the Secretary of Agri-
culture will feel free, under the terms of this amendment,
to afford any relief to those who are without security, and
who therefore are most in need of this assistance.

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBinsoN] yesterday
expressed the hope and stated that he had the under-
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standing that the terms under which the $45,000,000 fund
is being administered were to be relaxed. But, Mr. Pres-
ident, under the terms of that law, which I point out are
not amended by this conference report, the Secretary of
Agriculture, under the joint resolution, is bound by this
language:

A first lien on all crops growing or to be planted and grown
during the year 1931 shall, in the discretion of the Secretary of

Agriculture, be deemed sufficient security for such loan, advance,
or sale.

I submit to any lawyer in this body that it is impossible
for the Secretary of Agriculiure, in administering this
$45,000,000 fund, to take any other security except a first
lien upon the crop for 1931. Therefore, I can not share
the hopeful expectation of the Senator from Arkansas that
this $45,000,000 is going to be so administered in the future
that it will assist in this emergency situation in the
drought-stricken States.

I want to read from the Washington Daily News of Mon-
day a statement written by Mr. Robert W. Horton, a staff
correspondent, concerning the manner in which these $45,-
000,000 loans are being administered, If Senators will give
attention to this article, they will see that the $45,000,000
fund is utterly failing to provide relief to those who are in
distress:

Relief in the “American way " was President Hoover’s reply to
criticism of his refusal to support Federal food loans to the desti-
tute farmers of 21 States.

The President indicated that the self- of the hungry
farmers and their families would be destroyed by a Federal food
“dole.”” Mules, however, being presumably devold of pride, would
not be e to such a psychological calamity and therefore
could with immunity be made beneficiaries under the $45,000,000
feed, seed, and fertilizer appropriation approved by the President
December 20.

This solicitude for the preservation of the farmers' character
has not, however, been written into the regulations governing
administration of the $45,000,000 fund.

These all-important regulations were left to the discretion of
Secretary of Agriculture Hyde, as is also the case in the prospec-
thiet'l' compromise " addition of $20,000,000 to the original appro-

riation.
R Examination of these rules as printed on the loan application
blanks has not brought an enthusiastic response from the farmers.

Now, mark this, Mr. President:

The farmer picks up his application blank eagerly. Here at
last, he thinks, is the way out of one aspect of his bitter trouble.
He looks at the top of the page and there, the first thing to greet
his anxious eyes, is the law—a warning that he will be fined
$1,000 or jailed for six months, or both, if he violates the pro-
visions of the application.

Next he sees a paragraph in which he is to insert the amount
for which he applies, followed by a carefully itemized account
of the exact total he will spend on each of the products which
he raises plus the exact sum needed for tractor fuel and oil and
work stock “for actual farming operations.”

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President——

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. BORAH. I do not know that it has any particular
bearing upon this matter, but by what authority does the
Secretary of Agriculture make the violation of a regulation
a criminal offense?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. As I understand this article, section
2 of Public Resolution No. 112 is printed on the top of the
blanks upon which the farmer makes application for loans;
and the Senator will remember it provides that—

Any person who shall knowingly make any material false rep-
resentation for the purpose of obtaining an advance, loan, or sale,
or in assisting in obtaining such advance, loan, or sale, under this
resolution, shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished by a fine
of not exceeding $1,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding six
months, or both.

Mr. BORAH. I understand; but I understood that some
of the regulations which the Secretary had established pro-
vided fhat their violation should constitute a ecriminal
offense.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; I think not.

Mr. BORAH. The crime is defined by the law itself?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes.

Mr. BORAH. I had understood that he had made the
violation of some of these regulations an offense.
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The statement is: ‘
Examination of these rules as printed on the loan application

blanks has not brought an enthusiastic response from the farmers.

The farmer picks up his application blank eagerly. Here at
last, he thinks, is the way out of one aspect of his bitter trouble.
He looks at the top of the page and there, the first thing to greet
his anxious eyes, is the law—a warning that he will be fined
$1,000 or jailed for six months, or both, if he violates the provi-
sions of the application.

Mr. BORAH. I misunderstood it.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I presume it is printed there for its
psychological effect. Of course, the average farmer picking
that up and reading it would be convinced that any viola-
tion of the regulations, as well as the law, would subject
him to a thousand-dollar fine, or imprisonment for six
months, or both. I might say that if I were a distressed
farmer in Arkansas I think I would violate the regulation,
because they are paying more per day for prisoners’ food in
Arkansas than the Red Cross is furnishing to destitute
farmers.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from Min-
nesota.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Is it the Senator’s idea that if the
farmer uses for the purchase of food some of this money
that he borrows, he would be violating the law?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Oh, clearly, because the interpreta-
tion the Secretary of Agriculture places on the law does not
permit it to be used for food purposes.

Mr, SHIPSTEAD. But the Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
RoBinson] says it includes more than food. Therefore, it
must include food. *

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator from Arkansas in that
instance was referring to the provision contained in the
conference report for an additional $20,000,000 fund.

Mr, SHIPSTEAD, I understood the Senator to say that
the law had not been changed by the conference report;
that only the amount of money available would be in-
creased.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The $45,000,000 joint resolution is
not proposed to be amended by this conference report, ex-
cepting that the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized, by
an amendment to that joint resolution, to loan money for
the feed of animals other than work stock.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Does that include people. [Laughter.]

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Well, Mr. President, the Senator, of
course, knows that the Secretary of Agriculture at least has
not gone so far as to hold that farmers are stock,

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Will the Senator permit me to ask him
a further question? In order to put the question I want to
have some matters cleared up.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I shall be glad to yield to the Sen-
ator.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ros-
insoN] yesterday, as I understood him, said that no one
could get any of this money unless he had security.

Mr. BORAH, The law says that.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE., That is admitted, I think, by every-
one.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. But the Senator from Arkansas gave
it as his opinion that when farmers borrow this money they
can buy food with it.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If is his opinion that the terms of
the amendment contained in the confergnce report will per-
mit the loaning of this $20,000,000 to individuals who are
able to furnish security, and that the purpose for which the
money is to be used is farm rehabilitation; and the Senator
from Arkansas interprets it to mean that a man may borrow
money under the $20,000,000 provision in the conference
report and then proceed to get some groceries with it.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. If he has security?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If he has security.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. And if he has security he does not
need the sympathy of the Secretary of Agriculture. How-
ever, the man who has no security, if I understand what
was said here yesterday, can not get any money. He will
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have the sympathy of the Secretary of Agriculture, and will
ve taken care of by the Red Cross.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Unless he can furnish a lien or other
security—that is the language of the proposed amendment—
he will not be able to secure any of the benefits provided for
the administration of this $20,000,000.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. He will have to be taken care of by
the Red Cross?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes. That is his only hope.

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield at
that poinf?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes.

Mr. COUZENS. But the Red Cross will not furnish him
any money for the purchase of seed or supplies for his stock.
They will only furnish supplies for human relief, so that he
is blocked in both directions if he wants anything for farm
rehabilitation.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 1 yield.

Mr. NORRIS. He will at least have the great pleasure of
knowing that his application, although it may be rejected,
will be very sympathetically considered.

Mr. COUZENS. The President says that, not the Secretary.

Mr. NORRIS. The President has been assured by the
Secretary that they will give the farmer sympathy, anyway,
even if he starves to death.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
‘Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 1 yield.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I hold in my hand a copy
of the bunch of papers the farmer is confronted with when
he makes application for one of these loans. The papers I
have are only a part of them, however. After the rules and
regulations have been presented and read, the next paper
the farmer gets is an application blank. For some reason
these are all printed on yellow paper. I do not exactly
understand that.

I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the language
in the application blank. The farmer has to sign this sort
of a certificate:

I am unable to procure the aforementioned seed, fertilizer, feed,

and/or fuel oil, and the fallure to receive this loan will prevent me
from farming in 1931.

I want to ask the Senator from Wisconsin if that state-
ment is not in effect a pauper’s oath or a pauper’s declara-
tion?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not see what other construction
could be placed on it.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. If that is a fair interpreta-
tion and construction, the Secretary of Agriculture has pro-
mulgated rules and regulations which, in effect, require a
farmer to sign and take a pauper’s oath before he can even
present his application for a loan.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That is true. I wish now to read
further from this article. Referring to the farmer, it says:

NOTE, MORTGAGE, AND VOUCHER

He is then Informed that his application must be accompanied
by & promissory note, a chattel mortgage, and a voucher *form
supplied by the Department of Agriculture and signed by the
applicant.”

He then states his age, whether he is married or single, the
number of his children under 12 and the number over 12.

He is then asked the size of his farm, whether he has applied
for a s;aed loan in 1929 or 1930; was it approved; how much; is
it paid

He must then inscribe upon this blank, which rivals an income-
tax form (which he has doubtless never seen) a list of the mort-
gages on his land, together with the same information concerning
land operated by tenants or rented by him.

Then comes one of the most difficult features of the applica-
tion. The form tells him that he can not get a loan unless the
mortgagees walve their rights under their mortgages on his crops.

Since these mortgages are very frequently held by banks, there
is considerable doubt as to their right to waive—for the waiver
results in an automatic conversion of the first mortgage into a
second mortgage, with the Government having prior rights to the
amount of its loan.
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BARS OTHER LOANS

Another clause provides that no other loan can be placed on
the crop mortgaged to the Government, even though the Federal
uanmymtbemmtuuamountorthemp’smtmpacity.

Mark that; even if a man is making a loan which is less
than the expected money yield of his crop, and therefore the
loan made by the Government is more than amply secured,
he can not secure another loan, even though there is a
credit organization willing to grant him a further loan.

The farmer then has cash for seeds and feed, but no further
security for a food loan. This condition alone, according to letters
to Congressmen, has prevented hundreds of farmers applying for
Federal money.

Well, the hungry farmer, with his family looking over his shoul-
der as he reads, gives up trying to figure out a solution for the
difficulties in the mortgage section and goes on to where he 1§
asked to itemize his entire indebtedness.

LISTS UNPAID TAXES

In the little table provided with dotted lines for this purpose
he comes upon a bit of irony. Under the item “ Unpaid taxes”
are the four words “ For how many years? " followed by the same
four words after the item " Unpald interest.”

It doesn't hurt his pride that the Government takes for granted
that he has been unable to pay interest and taxes for “ how many
years.” He is used to that. Everyone knows it anyway.

TABLES TO FILL OUT

So he goes on and finds another table, in which he lists in detail
his livestock and equipment, after which is still another neat table
for itemizing the various crops he has raised in 1929 and 1930,
together with the acres planted and the amount harvested.

But he is not through yet. He must now set down in the same
detall the names of the dealers through whom he sells his crops.

MUST TAEE OATH

Then comes & note telling him that he must read what follows,
He reads and finds he must swear not to use the money for any-
thing but seed, feed, fertilizer, or tractor oil; to do his farming
according to methods approved by the Department of Agriculture;
to plant a garden * for home use and a sufficient acreage of feed
to supply feed for my livestock "; to report average yleld per acre
from the subsidized seeds, ete.

So far the hungry farmer has gotten along with a fair amount
of his pride still intact, but as he reads the last paragraph his
attitude changes, for he there is virtually required to take the
pauper’s oath.

As the Senator from Oklahoma has just pointed out:

The Government won't take for granted that he is applying
for the loan because he needs it. The Government demands that
he certify that “ because of encumbrances on my real estate and
personal property and lack of funds I am unable to procure * help
from any other source.

After he has filled out the application he must swear to it
before obtaining limited relief in the * American way."

More from curiosity than anything else he glances at the rest
of the form and sees that the committee appointed to pass on
applications in his community must confirm his oath that he has
the acreage he has claimed in the application; that he has the
equipment to cultivate his farm; that the chances are that he
will *“ make every effort to produce the crop and return the money
m ?nn that the Government is justified in making the loan

The committee signs—

That is the committee in the farmer’s community.
mark this:

The committee signs. But still the Government is not quite
sure, 80 the application is passed on from community committee
to a county committee. This group must certify that what the
first committee has certified is true.

Next question: “ What is his general reputation?”

And so it goes until the county committee has unwound its
yardage of red tape and sent the application to the Government
office either in Washington or Memphis, where once more the
applicant’s credentials and character are weighed and the relief
granted or denied in the “American way.”

I also want to read a dispatch from Paragould, Ark.:

Paracovrp, ARK.—The farmer's cupboard will remain bare as far
as the bankers in this section are concerned, if the Federal Gov-
ernment continues to make seed loans and take first on
the crop as security. Banks are refusing to lend money to pur-
chase food for the table because there is no security.

W. F. Kirsch, president of the National Bank of Commerce here,
explained the stand of the bankers. He sald:

“We are not making advances to farmers who are obtaining
Federal seed loans. The Government takes a first mortgage on a
borrower’s crop, no matter whether he borrows the maximum or
any fraction thereof. Banks will not take a second mortgage on

crops.”

Now,
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In the Washington Daily News of to-day, the noon edition,
there are two very interesting articles, and I want to read
them, because I think the Senate should have the informa-
tion that is available about the distressful conditions in the
State of Arkansas.

MARIANNA, ARE.—Only 22 of the 5,500 farmers in Lee County
have qualified thus far for Government seed loans, because of the
stringent inflexible demands upon these impoverished folk.

Col. Elgan C. Robertson, executive vice president of the Lee
County National Bank, and chairman of the local Red Cross and
seed-loan committees, declares there are not six farmers in this
locality who will not have to make some provision for purchasing
food before the 1931 crop is harvested.

“The seed loans provide no food for the farmer and his live-
stock and lands are already mortgaged to the merchants who
furnished him food last year,” Colonel Robertson says. “ The
farmer has no prospect of obtaining food loans and the seed loan
specifications are so binding serious complications will arise if a
borrower diverts some of this loan to purchase food."

Practically every farmer receives his supplies each year from a
il o merchant " who collects when the harvest is made.
Last year with only half a normal cotton crop and other crops
blasted by drought, these merchants were “ left holding the bag.”

They can not borrow money to furnish supplies to the farmers
this year. They hold mortgages on the farmers' livestock and
land, but foreclosure would be of small benefit. One such mer-
chant last year furnished $B80,000 worth of provisions to 400
families; now he is without credit because he can not liquidate the
paper he holds for that amount.

Yet under the terms of the $45,000,000 feed, seed, and
fertilizer resolution the Government requires a merchant of
this kind to waive his claim to liens upon these crops before
the Government will extend any .money under the provi-
sions of this law.

“The farmers are looking to the merchants, not the Govern-
ment, to help solve the food question,” Colonel Robertson de-
clares. “And the merchants are looking vainly in all directions
for aid. If the merchants can arrange to carry these people, some
15,000 of the 18,942 persons receiving Red Cross aid will no longer
need these free rations,” Colonel Robertson says.

Lee County has a population of 26,000. Business leaders here,
as in other sections of the famine area, agree that the problem
would be solved if the Government included food loans with the
seed loans.

Mr. President, I want to read another dispatch from For-
rest Cily, Ark.:

Forrest CITY, ARK.—Intermediate credit banks and Federal
seed loans are surrounded with so many restrictions they are not
able to relieve the local situation, in the opinion of W. W. Camp-
bell, president of the Bank of Eastern Arkansas.

*“Only a very few farmers can offer enough acceptable ‘collateral
to be eligible for a seed loan,” Campbell points out. * Besides,”
he says, “ no provision is made for farmers getting food.

“All of the collateral is used in making a seed loan. They have
nothing left to back a loan for food. To be of real service to St.
Francis County planters, the seed loans must include provision
for food and be more liberal in the matter of security. The Gov-
ernment takes a first mortgage on the entire crop, no matter how
small the loan. Banks are prohibited by law to take a second
mortgage. All other collateral, such as livestock and land, is
already mortgaged because of last season’s crop failures,” Campbell
says.

OPTIMISTIC OVER CROPS

“ Nevertheless, local leaders are optimistic over crop prospects
for 1931, They believe conditions will improve with a marked
reduction in cotton acreage and a move toward more truck gar-
dens and a vast increase in growing of soybeans, sorghum, and
potatoes.”

So much for the relief which is now being extended under
the $45,000,000 resolution. It is perfectly obvious that under
the terms of that resolution even those who are in a position
to offer security are having great difficulty in making any
loans, and it goes without saying that those who are most
in need of these loans, and are therefore unable to offer
security, can not get any relief.

As I pointed out a few moments ago, in my judgment,
under the terms of this proposed amendment in the confer-
ence report, the Secretary of Agriculture is required to insist
upon liens or other security before he can make a loan.
Therefore it goes without saying that this $20,000,000 fund
which it is now proposed to provide will not be available for
those who are in distress and therefore unable to provide
security.

The Senator from Arkansas places reliance on the letter
of the President, and I want to read again that letter to
the Senate:

My Dear Mr. SENaTOR: As to our conversation this morning, I
am glad to confirm at once that the proposed additional drought-
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relief measure was suggested for the purpose of real aid to the
weakened credit situation in the drought area and that in the
administration of it the Secretary of Agriculture assures me he
has no other intention, and that he will interpret it fairly and
sympathetically.

I admit that the language is ambiguous, but I submit that
any fair interpretation of it means that the Secretary of
Agriculture has only one intention, namely, to relieve the
weakened credit condition in the drought area. The state-
ment that he will interpret fairly and sympathetically is
beside the point. It must be assumed, if the Executive gives
his approval to an act of Congress by signing it, that the
act will receive a fair and sympathetic interpretation. But
under the terms of the President’s letter it seems to me per-
fectly clear that he has received an assurance from the
Secretary of Agriculture that he has no other intention than
to relieve the weakened credit situation in the drought-
stricken area. Of course, that does not mean direct loans
to individual farmers. Certainly it does not mean direct
loans to individual farmers for food purposes, and that is
perfectly clear if in connection with this statement we read
the terms of the proposed amendment to which I have
already invited the attention of the Senate.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Wisconsin yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do.

Mr. COPELAND. Granting the force of all the Senator
has said, is it not probable, however, that if the loans are
made to the farmers under the terms of the compromise a
very considerable sum of money handled by the Red Cross
will be used for individual relief, money which under other
conditions would be used for the purchase of seed and other
articles not for human consumption?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Is it the understanding of the Sen-
ator from New York that the Red Cross is furnishing seed
for crops and feed for work animals?

Mr. COPELAND. That was the testimony of Judge
Payne before the committee.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In connection with the Red Cross,
which the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBinson] assures
us is going to take care of the farmer who can not offer any
security, I want to read a statement from this morning’s
Philadelphia Record. The headline is “ Farmers Fight Star-
vation with 7 Cents a Day in Arkansas Drought Area.”
The dispatch is from Little Rock, Ark., and reads in part:

(By Andrew McClean Parker)

Lrrrre Rock, ARk., February 9.—Pulaski County, in which lles
the town of Little Rock, allows 85 cents a day for feeding county
prisoners.

Yet the Red Cross is doing its best to feed starving farmers,
stricken by last summer's drought, for 7 cents a day. Even at
that rate $6,000,000 more will not supply these simple needs,
officials here estimate. Arkansas is one of the 21 States in the
drought-distress area.

Starving farmers and starving stock, drought following flood
and tornadoes, bankrupt businesses and 150 bank failures have
combined to open a problem here which is unequaled in the
annals of American calamities.

The awful blight produced by the drought lacks the spectacular
appeal of disaster created by fire, earthquake, or storm. It is
more comparable to the insidious growth of cancer, developing
slowly and leaving its victims paralyzed, helpless, and completely
dependent upon the charity of a nation.

SIX HUNDRED THOUSAND ARE DESTITUTE

Of the 1,216,080 farm folk in Arkansas, 600,000 are destitute.
» . . . . . .

A graphic account of the acute suffering in the drought-stricken
areas of Arkansas was contained in a letter written by a former
Philadelphia woman and made public by the Red Cross here
yesterday.

Mrs. Edwin C. Howe, wife of a faculty member of Ozark College,
Clarksville, Ark,, described the pitiful suffering of helpless thou-
sands and urged the Southeastern Pennsylvania Red Cross Chap-
ter to speed its drive for relief funds.

Conditions in Arkansas are as bad as “any famine in China
ever was,” the letter states. Mrs. Howe is the former Elizabeth
Farig:. and her letter was directed to Anne Faries, local Red Cross
‘Worker.

*“ Some of the children have dropped out of school because they
have no clothes to wear,” Mrs. Howe wrote. “ Whole families are
homeless, and are living in covered wagons. The need is as tragic
as any I've seen in China.”

Mr. President, I wish to call attention also to the fact
that in the regulations promulgated by the Secretary of
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Agriculture for the administration of the $45,000,000 fund
there is this provision:

No loans for seed, fertilizer, feed, and/or fuel and oll for trac-
tors in 1931 will be made to any applicant in excess of £2,000.
The total amount of loans to the tenants of any one landowner
in a single county shall not exceed the aggregate sum of $2,000.

It is my information that through the territory most
seriously affected the so-called tenant system prevails and
that most of the plantations are of 500 acres or more. I
have asked one who is familiar with agricultural operations
in that section of the country to prepare for me a con-
servative estimate of the cost of crop production per acre.
This is for cotton. He estimates food and medicine for
the tenant, $7; extra labor, hoeing, $1; cottonseed, $1;
feed for mules, $3; fertilizer, $3; repairs, tools, harness, and
so forth, $1; total, $16 per acre, On a 500-acre farm that
would amount fo $8,000. Under the terms of the regula-
tions, as I have just pointed out, no single plantation owner
nor his tenants in the aggregate can obtain more than
$2,000. That is the maximum.

Under the terms of the two resolutions there will be avail-
able $65,000,000 for the 21 drought-stricken States. Ac-
cording to the census of agriculture in Kentucky, Alabama,
Mississippi, and Arkansas in 1924, the latest statistics avail-
able, there were 24,725,000 acres from which crops were
harvested. On the basis of only $10 per acre that would
make a total of $240,000,000 which would be necessary in
order to finance the production of the crop for 1931. Even
if the Senator from Arkansas is correct in stating that the
maximum sum provided in the regulations to which I have
just referred is to be raised, it is perfectly obvious that the
total amount of the two appropriations will be utterly in-
adequate to finance the production of crops in the 21 States.
Therefore, even if the Secretary of Agriculture relaxes his
regulations and increases the limitations, the fact remains
that he has only $65,000,000 in the aggregate to loan, which
is only a drop in the bucket in furnishing the necessary
financing for the coming crop.

The Senator from Arkansas said that those who are unable
to meet the requirements of the Secretary of Agriculture
will have to look to the Red Cross. I have already quoted
a dispatch showing how totally inadequate is the sum which
the Red Cross is allowing for food. I also wish to direct
‘attention to the fact that after 28 days of a drive for
$10,000,000 the Red Cross had on hand this morning only
$7,303,116. Even that ridiculously smsll amount has not
been raised after 28 days of herculean effort.

Mr. President, if we accept the surrender which is pro-
vided in the conference report we will have done nothing to
relieve those in the drought-stricken areas who are most in
need of relief, because the loans are fo be made only on the
basis of security.

To accept the surrender means that the Congress will
adjourn without providing one dollar to assist in relieving
the distressful conditions which exist in the industrial
centers of the country. With at least 6,000,000 totally un-
employed, with another 5,000,000 on part time, it is a very
conservative estimate to say that, with their dependents, at
least 22,000,000 people are affected. To fail to provide any
relief for this great group is a breach of faith with the
American people.

It must be remembered that this is the second winter of
unemployment. As shown in the survey which I presented
to the Senate in the form of replies to a questionnaire from
303 cities scattered over 41 States of the country, it is evi-
dent that many communities have already exhausted the
resources of voluntary contributions. To impose upon those
cities at this time an additional drive for the Red Cross is
to take relief from those in the urban centers who are in
need of it in order to extend relief to those in the drought-
stricken States.

I want to invite attention briefly to two telegrams placed
in the Recorp by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Joxes].
One of them was from the mayor of Tacoma, in which he
said:

Red Cross national headquarters asking Tacoma for $20,000
account relief Mississippi Valley famine. Is it not possible for the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

FEBRUARY 10

United States Government through an appropriation to
take care of this relief, and is it possible Government placing
cattle above human beings in relief activities? This district busi-
ness conditions are such practically impossible for Red Cross
chapter to raise this amount. Please advise immediately.

M. G. TeENNENT, Mayor.

There was also a telegram from the mayor of Spokane,
Wash., Mr. J. A. Ford, addressed to the Senator from Wash-
ington [Mr. JoNEs], reading as follows:

Red Cross, out of national fund of ten million, have called upon
Bpokane for $20,000. We are already ralsing large sums to handle
our own unemployment situation as well as all charitles. Impos-
sible at this time for Bpokane to put on special campaign for Red
Cross, as community chest campaign is now on and Red Cross is
one of beneficiaries. Several of our business men suggest advisa-
bility in view of present national condition of Federal Government

providing ten million needed for Red Cross. Will appreciate your
advice as to feasibility of this idea.

J. A. Forp,

The junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] also
placed some telegrams in the Recorp, one from Mr. R. H.
Scott, of Lansing, Mich., which reads: '

I do not think it possible for Michigan communities to raise
funds for drought relief. Michigan suff from unemployment

ering
and all agencies and individuals are being called on for immediate
local relief.

He also.presented a telegram from John P. Norton, of
Escanaba, which reads:

Mayor of city, county officials, and myself feel that Michigan
communities already overburdened caring for own unemployment
and urge Federal appropriation to meet Red Cross emergency.

He also presenfted another telegram from Mr. R. Perry
Shorts, of Saginaw, Mich., which reads as follows:

Think Saginaw can raise its Red Cross quota. Feel, however,
that if Congress is going to provide anything for drought sufferers
it should assume whole job, as local communities are all having
difficulty in taking care of their own charity and unemployment
problems.

The statements contained in those telegrams, Mr. Presi-
dent, were borne out by the replies from the mayors of 303
cities. As I stated, more than 170 of those mayors appealed
for Federal aid, and pointed out in many instances that
their resources for charitable purposes had been everbur-
dened, and were nearly exhausted.

Mr. President, it has been argued in this controversy by
those supporting the administration that the local com-
munities should be called upon to take care of the unem-
ployed. I for one can not see the logic of that argument,
for two reasons: First, because if any governmental entity
is responsible, or has had any share of responsibility in pro-
ducing this economic crisis, then surely it is the Federal
Government. The governments of the cities and the gov-
ernments of the various States can not be said to have en-
acted legislation which has contributed to the present busi-
ness depression. It is only the Federal Government, in
enacting legislation affecting economic conditions in the
country, which has any responsibility in this matter; and
yet it is argued that Congress is the one governmental
agency which should not afford any assistance in the exist-
ing crisis.

Secondly, Mr. President, to throw the entire burden upon
the cities is to place it entirely upon real and tangible prop-
erty. Those who derive their income from stocks and bonds
and other forms of securities will go scot free. We leave it
to their generosity to determine the amount of their contri-
bution in meeting the demands of suffering and distress.
Upon the homes of working men who are out of work, upon
the little corner grocery and the small property owner the
administration contends the entire burden should fall.

Mr, President, there has been much talk about a dole in
the present situation, but up until this time I have not had
anyone supporting the administration’s policy explain to me
the difference between a dollar appropriated by a city or a
county or a State and a dollar appropriated out of the Fed-
eral Treasury. There is no great hue and cry by the Presi-
dent or his supporters against the cities appropriating money
or the counties appropriating money out of their treasuries
to relieve the distress occasioned by unemployment, but when
it is proposed to appropriate a single dollar of money col~
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‘lected from the income-tax payers then we are told that
it is a “dole ” and that it will destroy American character.
This cry of “dole ” is preposterous.

If, Mr. Presidenf, you think an appropriation from the
Federal Treasury made to assist in relieving the existing
national emergency—the greatest business depression in 50
years—will destroy character, what do you think is happen-
ing to the characfer of the men, women, and children who
are going hungry and cold in the cities during these winter
months? Have you thought of the cost in human suffering,
of the breakdown of constitutional, physical resistance.
‘What is happening to the character of the children who are
suffering from malnutrition, from rickets, whose health is
being undermined, who are being prepared for the invasion
of tuberculosis and other constitutional diseases? What
kind of citizens do you think will be produced by the policy
of refusing to relieve the human suffering?

Last November Miss Abbott, the head of the Children's
Bureau, pointed out that there was grave danger that the
health of many thousands of children would be undermined
_ by reason of the conditions under which they are forced to
exist, Furthermore, if it be true that an appropriation from
the Federal Treasury will destroy the character of the man
who receives it, why will not funds given by individuals de-
stroy his character? The argument breaks down upon
analysis.

Mr. President, if the Federal Government were to go for-
ward and meet its fair share of this great burden then its
contribution at least could be said to fall upon those who
are best able to bear it, for it would fall upon the income-tax
payers of the United States.

Every effort which has been put forward in this Chamber
by those who have been speaking in opposition to the policy
of the administration has been for additional relief. Ac-
cording to the dictionary definition of a “ dole” I think it
can properly be used to characterize what the administra-
tion has done in the face of the suffering and distress
throughout the Nation. According to Webster, “ to dole is
to deal out in small portions; to deal out scantily or
grudgingly.,” That certainly, Mr. President, has been what
the administration has done in the conditions of distress
which confront us.

We have been told by those speaking for the administra-
tion that to appropriate money to relieve distress and suffer-
ing in the drought-stricken States would be to violate a
great American principle. If that be true, Mr. President,
we began violating that great American principle in 1827,
when the policy of appropriating funds from the Federal
Treasury for relief purposes was inaugurated. At that time,
in order to assist in relieving conditions created by a fire at
Alexandria, Va., the Congress appropriated $20,000.

In 1874 Congress appropriated $190,000 for relief necessi-
tated by a Mississippi River flood, and in the same year
Congress appropriated an additional $400,000.

In 1875, to relieve conditions created by a grasshopper
plague, Congress appropriated $150,000.

In 1882 the sufferers from a Mississippi River flood re-
ceived three appropriations, one for $100,000, one for $150,-
000, and one for another $100,000.

In 1884, to relieve distress caused by Ohio River floods,
there was appropriated from the Federal Treasury $300,000.

In the same year, on account of Ohio and Mississippi
River floods, an additional $200,000 was appropriated.

In 1890, because of another Mississippi River flood and
the suffering incident thereto, Congress appropriated
$150,000. :

In 1897, on account of another Mississippi River flood,
Congress made an appropriation of $200,000.

In 1897, to relieve destitute persons in Alaska, Congress
appropriated $200,000.

In 1906 Congress appropriated $1,000,000 to relieve condi-
tions growing out of the San Francisco fire and followed
it with another appropriation of $1,500,000.

In 1908 Congress appropriated $250,000 te relieve cyclone
victims in the South.
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In 1912, on account of Mississippi and Ohio River floods
and conditions of distress growing out of such floods, Con-
gress appropriated $1,239,000.

In 1913 Congress appropriated $654,000 to relieve flood and
tornado victims.

In 1913, again on account of Mississippi and Ohio River
floods, Congress appropriated $130,000 to relieve suffering
and distress.

In 1914 Congress appropriated $200,000 to relieve condi-
tions created by the fire at Salem, Mass.

In 1916 appropriations were made to take care of sufferers
because of floods in southern States; and

In 1928 Congress appropriated $1,500,000 for the relief of
persons affected by a flood in the Mississippi River.

Mr. President, how can any person familiar with this
record claim that to appropriate money for the relief of the
victims of the present disaster, created by nature in the
Southern States, is to violate a great American principle?
On the contrary, to refuse to meet this situation by a Fed-
eral appropriation is a violation of traditional American
policy and is counter to the spirit of generosity which has
always actuated the Government of the United States under
similar conditions.

In 1927 President Coolidge in an address to the American
Red Cross boasted about how much the Federal Government
had done to relieve the flood sufferers in the Mississippi
Valley. He stated that he estimated the value of services,
of equipment, and supplies furnished by the Federal Gov-
ernment during the 1927 floods in the Mississippi Valley at
$7,000,000.

Mr. President, as has been pointed out many times during
this debate, the Government of the United States has long
maintained a policy of being generous in appropriating
funds out of the Treasury o assist those in foreign coun-
tries who are destitute or in distress. For the sake once
more of summing the situation up and to demonstrate the
utter fallacy and the untruth of the statement that the
Federal Government in appropriating money for relief is
violating an American principle I want to read the list.

Beginning in 1889, the Federal Government appropriated
$100,000 for destitute citizens of Cuba.

In 1902 the French West Indian earthquake victims re-
ceived $200,000 from the Federal Treasury.

In 1909 the Italian earthquake victims received $800,000,
and we were so anxious to have that done that we pro-
vided in that act that the President of the United States
should secure permission from the King of Italy for us to
make this contribution.

In 1911 famine victims in China received $50,000.

In 1919 President Hoover administered a fund of $100,-
000,000, appropriated out of the Federal Treasury for Euro-
pean food relief.

In 1921 the victims of a drought in the Volga River Val-
ley in Russia received $20,000,000, administered by Mr.
Hoover,

In 1922 European food relief received an appropriation of
$107,746.

In 1925 we appropriated $6,000,000 for the victims of the
earthquake in Japan.

In 1924 the President of the United States, then Secre-
tary of Commerce, appeared before the Foreign Affairs
Committee of the House and made the following statement
in connection with a proposed appropriation of $100,000 to
relieve distress among children in Germany:

Our only hope is that the next generation will be better than
this one, and there is no hope if they are to be stunted and de-
generate from undernourishment. v

I wish that the President of the United States had the
same attitude toward the children in the cities and in the
drought-stricken areas of this country to-day that he had
concerning the starving German children in 1924, and I
commend his own words to his attention.

Our only hope—

Says he—
is that the next generation will be better than this one, and there

is no hope if they are to be stunted and degenerate from under- q
nourishment.
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He went on further to say:

I rec the many arguments that may be brought against
charitable actions either by private agencies or by our Govern-
ment, but I refuse to apply these arguments to children.

He refused to apply the arguments made against a Fed-
eral appropriation to German children in 1924; and yet he
has maintained an adamant and unyielding and a heartless
attitude toward the innocent children who are the victims
in our cities and in this drought-stricken area. What, I say,
is the hope “if they are to be stunted and degenerate from
undernourishment "'?

I also want-to read a paragraph from President Hoover's
acceptance speech:

One of the oldest and perhaps the noblest of human aspirations
has been the abolition of poverty. By poverty I mean the grind-

ing by undernourishment, cold, and ignorance, and fear of old
age of those who have the will to work.

Mr. President, there are at least 7,000,000 working men
and women in this country at this very hour in the indus-
trial centers who are receiving the grinding by under-
nourishment, cold, and ignorance, and fear of old age that
the President referred to in his acceptance speech.

Then he went on to say:

We in America to-day are nearer to the final triumph over
poverty than ever before in the history of any land. The poor-
house 1s vanishing from among us. We have not yet reached the
goal, but, given a chance to go forward with the policies of the

last eight years, we shall soon with the help of God be in sight of
the day when poverty will be banished from this Nation.

Said he:

There Is no guaranty against po

man. That is the primary purpose
advocate.

Further on he said:

Our Government, to match the expectations of our people,
must have constant regard for those human values that give
dignity and nobility to life. * * * A people or government
j_t:l:]:g:ﬂ]m values are not real, because t.hey are not tan.g'lble,

Size, wealth, and power alone can not fulfill the promise of
America's opportunity.

This was the attitude of Mr. Hoover prior to being in-
augurated; but no sooner had he taken office than appeals
were made to him to do something to check the dangerous
inflation in this country. He failed to act. The unemploy-
ment situation was called to his attention, and he failed to
act. Not until after the stock-market crash did he again
show any of the humanitarian instincts which were indi-
cated by his relief work in Europe, and by the statements
I have quoted from his testimony, and from his acceptance
speech. Then the heart of President Hoover was touched;
but whom did he seek to relieve in that situation? The
Federal income-tax payers! He rushed to Congress with a
demand that we make a gift of $160,000,000 out of the
Treasury of the United States to the taxpayers and the
great corporations of this country.

Was there any cry of “dole” then? Was it wrong to
deplete the Treasury by that tax remittance of $160,000,000?
How did the President then know that some of the money
which the income-tax payers did not pay into the Treasury
was not going to be used for food? There was no talk then
about breaking down the character of those who were its
beneficiaries; nor was any cry at that time raised by Presi-
dent Hoover that it would violate a sound American prin-
ciple. It was to be done. It was an emergency. We were
hardly permitted time enough to consider it upon this floor.
It was jammed through the Congress. In that instance, how-
ever, it was the comparatively wealthy income-tax payers
and the great corporations who were the beneficiaries of Mr.
Hoover’s traditional and well-known humanitarian instincts.
But now, Mr. President, when it is demanded that relief for
the distressed and suffering men, women, and children who
toil, and of the farmers in the drought-stricken area, the
President suddenly becomes hard-hearted. His sympathies
are not aroused. He maintains a position with obstinacy
and persistence. He is determined that not one dollar of
money shall be given to the victims of this economic dis-
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aster or of the nature-created disaster in the drought-
stricken areas.

I realize that there is no possibility of defeating this con-
ference report. I realize that the votes have been gathered
in to pass it; but I want to point out that the Senate of the
United States and the Congress and the Executive are utterly
failing to meet their responsibilities in this situation. The
facts have been presented. The necessity of this assistance
is manifest; and yet we are asked to accept this surrender
of the position taken by the Senate by an overwhelming
majority.

In 1930 the people of this country went to the polls. It
is my conviction that one of the reasons for the overwhelm-
ing defeat of the administration and its policies in that
contest was the fact that the President of the United
States had failed to realize the magnitude of this economic
disaster, and had indicated a determination not to afford
any assistance fo its innocent victims. The Democratic
Party, being the party of opposition, was the party to which
the people turned in the 1930 election. They gave that
party a mandate to fight for the interests of the great mass
of the workers and the farmers in this country. Even
before the convening of Congress the leadership of the
Democratic Party repudiated its mandate and declared for
cooperation with the present administration.

I feel a good deal like one of the privates in the rear
ranks of the army of the King of France, of whom it was
said, according to the nursery rhyme that you remember:

The King of France went up the hill,
With twenty fthousand men;

The King of France came down the hill,
And ne'er went up again.

This is a humiliating surrender on the part of the Senate
of a great principle, namely, the principle that the justi-
fication for government is that it will in emergencies pro-
tect its citizenship. We are permitting the precedent to
be established that the millions of working men and women
in this country and the farmers who are the victims of this
drought shall be required to bear the burden, the economic
depression and the drought.

In view of the traditional history of this country to which
I have adverted here this affernoon, I say that the Senate
should not compromise upon that principle. It should ad-
here to the policy which the Government has always main-
tained of affording relief to citizens who are in distress and
unable to meet their own problems.

Mr. President, this issue was one of the underlying issues
in the campaign of 1930. It will be a dominant issue in
the campaign of 1932. Parties and leaders failing to meet
their responsibilities and to carry out this traditional policy
of the American Government in extending relief to innocent
victims of disaster, whether created by nature or by man,
will be repudiated.

ERNEST A. MICHEL

Mr. SCHALL. Mr. President, on February 6 the President
gave to the press a letter addressed to me on the judgeship
situation in Minnesota. I ask una.nimous consent to have
that letter printed in the REcoRrD.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The letter is as follows:

Trae WaITE HOUSE,
Washington, February 3, 1931,
Hon. THOMAS D. SCHALL,
United States Seﬂats Washington, D, C.

My DEAR SENATOR ScHALL: I have your letter of recent date in
which you again urge the appointment of Mr. Ernest Michel as a
United States judge for the district of Minnesota, and I have borne
in mind your long-continued and earnest representations as to
this appointment. I regret that I can not do so. The Department
of Justice, after careful investigation, as early as last June indi-
cated its disapproval of Mr, Michel for this position, The Attorney
General has given you his reasons therefor.

You appreciate, I am sure, my own responsibility in making
appointments to the Federal judiciary. The Constitution provides
that the President shall first nominate and then, with the advice
and consent of the Senate, make the appointment. The initiative
of making the nomination is clearly with the President. It is
apparent, therefore, that I have an independent obligation, as
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President, to nominate men for the Federal judiclary who are not
subject to any question as to their fitness.

I keenly realize the difficulties of your own personal situation.
As you say, Mr. Michel is strongly supported by various political
groups in Minnesota. I recognize the fact that he is a partner of
an important supporter in your recent campaign. Iam aware also
of the implications which have been made of reprisals against
this administration if I fail to agree to this appointment. My
conception of my responsibilities does not, however, permit of my
placing the appointment of judges on this basis.

No question of corporate influence or personal popularity does
or should enter into this question. In the making of a nomina-
tion to fill the existing vacancy I shall be glad to receive any sug-
gestions which you may care to submit and suggest that you
present to me 8 or 10 names of men whom you think would make
fit appointees for United States district judge in Minnesota—men
whom you are sure will be dominated by no one—and from such
a list I shall hope to find some one with fitness for that position.

Yours faithfully,
Hereesr HOOVER.

Mr. SCHALL. Mr. President, I have a reply to that letter,
which I wish to read into the Recorp. I should read it my-
self if I could, but since I can not see, I presume I will have
the privilege of having the clerk read it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to having the
clerk read the letter? The Chair hears none.

Mr. SCHALL, I also ask that these letters be printed in
8-point type.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to call the Senator’s
attention to the fact that all such insertions in the REcorp,
under the agreement between the House and the Senate, are
to be printed in 6-point type.. I think the Senator, knowing
that fact, will not ask that the letters be printed in 8-point
type.

Mr. SCHALL. Mr. President, I have never taken the
pains to inquire into that matter, If I could read the let-
ter into the Recorp myself, would it not go in in 8-point
type?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes, it probably would if it is a personal
statement of the Senator.

Mr. SCHALL. Then, since I am blind and the clerk will

" read it, why should it not go in 8 point. I want to read it
myself.

Mr. HEFLIN. I suggest to the Senator from Utah that
that is frequently done by unanimous consent,

Mr. SMOOT. No; it is not frequently done.

Mr. HEFLIN. It has been done within a week. I had it
done once myself.

Mr. SMOOT. I know the Senator did, but I was not in
the Chamber when the Senator asked permission.

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator should have been here.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota
has the floor. Does the Senator yield to the Senator from
Utah?

Mr. SCHALL., I yield.

Mr. SMOOT. When such action is taken we are violating
the statute. Congress, by the printing act of 1895, delegated
to the Joint Committee on Printing complete supervision
over the style and form of the CoNGrRESSIONAL RECORD and
in compliance therewith the Committee has promulgated
certain rules and regulations and one of them is that inser-
tions shall be printed in 6-point type. Neither the Senate
nor the House may, by unanimous consent, rescind these
rules, inasmuch as they have the effect of law.

Mr. SCHALL. Mr. President, had I my eyes, as the Sena-
tor from Utah has his, I should read the letter, and there
would be no question about it. It seems to me that since I
read the letter by proxy, it should go in in 8-point type.
I wish to read it; I would like to read it.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I think the Senator from
Minnesota is right about that.

Mr. SCHALL. Certainly I have the same rights the Sena-
tor from Utah has, although I may not be able to see as well.

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator from Minnesota has asked
to have the letter read by the clerk. The clerk would be
simply representing the Senator.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read.
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The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Honorable Mr. HooVER,
The President of the United States,
White House, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mg. PresmENT: In replying to your letter to me, given
to the press by you February 6, I am sure there can be no criti-
cism if I follow the same course.

By your reference to my “ letter of recent date” I presume you
mean that of January 9 (just one month ago), in which I for-
warded you various communications from constituents and edi-
torials favoring the appointment of Ernest A. Michel for United
States judge in Minnesota. I note your statement that " the De-
partment of Justice, after careful investigation, as early as last
June indicated its disapproval of Mr. Michel for this position.”
This is the first I have ever heard of such an investigation. In-
formation came to me to-day that there has just returned from
Minnesota a Department of Justice investigator who was, within
the last few days, sent to Minnesota to make an investigation of
Michel. I would like to call upon you to favor the Senate with
a copy of the report of any and all investigations, in order that we
may know upon what information your Attorney General is pro-
ceeding. I ask especially that you see that it is not suppressed,
as was done with the report of the Watson investigation. (Illi-
nois Law Review, XX, 66.)

You speak of the Attorney General having given me his reasons.
He did write me on June 28, 1930. On January 27, 1931, without
any notice to me, and without regard to the heretofore precedent
of his great office, he issued a statement to the newspapers, which
I have been permitted to hear only through their courtesy. Also,
on January 28, 1931, he issued another statement, in the form of
a letter written to me, which he gave to the press; but he said
nothing in either letter or statement about any investigation. In
the June letter he stated: " There have been a large number of
indorsements of his [Michel's] candidacy received, and there have
also been a very great number of protests.” I have asked him
repeatedly for an opportunity to see these alleged protests, in
order that I and my colleagues in the Senate might be able to
determine their worth, but the Attorney General seems to consider
them his private property, which no Senator may inspect, but con-
cerning which we must accept his conclusions. Once more I ask
that these be disclosed. It is equally true that no aspirant for
a judicial position has ever had a more impressive list of indorse-
ments than has Ernest A. Michel. You yourself told Senator
SHipsTEAD and me when we presented some of the indorsements
for Mr. Michel to you that it was the most impressive and for-
midable list of indorsements you had seen since you became
President.

You say you are sure that I appreciate your responsibility in
making appointments to the Federal judiciary. You are entirely
correct. I not only appreciate it but I am anxious to help you
to exercise it in the constitutional manner, upon the advice of
the Senate and not upon the advice of an Attorney General
whose advice I am prepared to show is unworthy, if you will but
give me the opportunity, and should be taken with a *“ of
salt.” I am anxious to assist you in discharging your “inde-
pendent obligation as President.”

In continuation you say:

“The Constitution provides that the President shall first nomi-
nate and then, with the advice and consent of the Senate, make
the appointment."”

The words “first” and “then" do not occur in our funda-
mental law. Its full phraseology is: “ The President shall nomi-
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall
appoint, officers of the United States.” (Art. II, sec. 2). As I
have said recently in the Senate, the advice is just as imperative
as the consent and in the very nature of things the advice to be
useful must be sought and given before the nomination is made.
Advice proffered after the nomination has been sent in and the
presidential choice announced, is worse than futile, and I am
happy to note that you concede this in your letter by suggesting
that I submit other names. -

Undoubtedly your willful Attorney General has induced you
to substitute his advice for senatorial advice, but that, I repeat,
is not the constitutional method. Should you, Mr. President,
accept his advice in the face of the advice of the solid Minnesota
delegation, the governor, and all State elective officers? Is the
entire Minnesota delegation, all its State officials, hundreds of
lawyers, over a score of judges, all wrong? Is it not possible that
Mr. Mitchell may be in error?

Realizing the “right " attitude of the Attorney Gen-
eral, I suggested to him that he write Silas H. Strawn, of Chicago,
whose legal opinion is of the highest value and who knows Ernest
Michel very well. He refused, saying he was well-enough informed
already. I then asked him if there was anyone in the State of
Minnesota whose opinion of Mr. Michel would be of influence to
him in rendering a favorable decision, to which he replied that
he knew all about it and that other opinlons, whatever they
might be, would not affect his decision. When you consider such
a stand of the Attorney General and couple with it the fact that
he said that he had nothing against the character of Mr. Michel
and that he was an able lawyer he demonstrates his unfitness to
serve a representative government.

You Indicate a desire “to nominate men for the Federal judi-
clary who are not subject to any question as to their fitness.”
May I ask, Mr. President, whether you have ever found such men?
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If so, the record fails to disclose them. The fitness of even your
nominee for Chief Justice was not only questioned but he was
bitterly opposed by a full third of the Senate. Many protests
were lodged with me against the nominations of Mr. Mitchell
both for Solicitor General and for Attorney General. I might
have attempted to prevent his confirmation for either, but I
yielded to your desire to select a cabinet of your own choice. I
am convinced now that it would have been kinder to you if I
had opposed him. You will recall that you sent for me and
that I told you at that time that Mr. Mitchell belonged to a
party opposed to us politically, that he was a corporation man
and opposed to me in every way and that he was not my friend.
It was then that you touched me on the knee and told me that
you would make him my friend.

Even if I were to follow your suggestion and “ present 8 or 10
names of men whom I think would make fit appointees,” your
Attorney General would be sure to find something to criticize in
them unless they should happen to include the public utility
minded or, as your Attorney General puts it, * right-minded™
attorneys whom he hopes, one by one, to foist upon the country.
We produce in Minnesota as good men as are found anywhere
else in the world; but we do not claim that they are perfect. All
worth-while men have their enemies, and Mr. Michel is no excep-
tion, though his are found among the retainers of the corpora-
tions he has faced and beaten in the courts. Yet he has so
weathered his many years of law practice that he is able to
present to you the solid Minnesota delegation for him. I know
him to be a temperate, God-fearing man, who is square, clean,
and upright, and a man with exceptional ability as a lawyer.
Anyone who intimately knows him must concede this.

The fitness of Richard J. Hopkins, whom you nominated for

in Kansas, was not only seriously questioned on the floor
of the SBenate but he was openly charged with conduct the like of
which was never hinted of Mr. Michel. It was said, e. g., that
Judge Hopkins, while attorney general of Kansas, had collected
in two out of a hundred and five counties $3,086 more in fees
than he turned in for the whole State (CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD,
T72-847). It was also alleged that after he became judge of the
State Supreme Court he accepted money for services to a private
organization. Yet you nominated him!

It was alleged of Albert L. Watson, whom you appointed judge
in Pennsylvania, that he had used his position as common pleas
Judge for partisan ends and had made biased political orders with-
out consulting his associates as required by law. The senior
United States circuit judge (Buffington) of that circuit declared
that the appointment of Mr. Watson " would be a distinct lower-
ing of standards.” Yet you appointed him. Contrast to Judge
Buffington's attitude that of Minnesota's Chief Justice Wilson, who
says that Mr. Michel is a “ man of character, integrity, and ability,
and that he would make an excellent Federal judge.” In both the
Hopkins and Watson cases you followed the advice of Senators
and wisely left these charges to be sifted by the Judiciary Com-
mittee and discussed on the floor of the Senate as the Constitu-
tion intends, and they were thus disposed of favorable to your
suggestions. Why not follow the same course with Mr. Michel
and concede to me and Senator SHresTEAD the same right?

Nothing approaching the charges against Judges Hopkins and
Watson has been urged against Mr. Michel, In all my conversa-
tions and correspondence with your Attorney General, he has
never once hinted of any specific act of wrongdoing upon Mr.
Michel's part. The burden of his complaint has always been that
Mr, Michel belonged to a firm which specialized in personal injury
cases. Now, the truth is that Mr, Michel's partner is the attorney
for the railroad brotherhoods, an organization which extends into
many States and which, incidentally, furnished you loyal support
in the campalgn of 1928. One of their features is a corps for pro-
tecting injured members, visiting them, seeing that they are pro-
vided with counsel and are not taken advantage of by claim
agents and other unscrupulous corporate “right minded ” repre-
sentatives. Such a corps is naturally a thorn in the side of the
corporation lawyers like your Attorney General, and it is for his
connection with such a system that he mislabels Mr. Michel.

The Minnesota Supreme Court has declared itself “ unable to
hold that it is illegal or against public policy for an attorney to
solicit a case,” (Johnson v. R. Co., 128 Minn. 865.) As a matter
of fact all lawyers do so in one form or another. A sign on the
door or a card in the newspaper is really a solicitation of business.
Some, like Mr. Mitchell, accomplish the same result, or a greater
one, by joining expensive clubs and seeking otherwise the society
of the rich. If nothing more can be sald against a lawyer than
that he is keen for business, he must be pretty clean.

You quote me as having said that “ Mr. Michel is strongly sup-
ported by various political groups in Minnesota.” What I did say
in my letter of January 9 was:

“The rallroad workers, labor generally, the farming element, and
the Legion favor his appointment * * *. He has a very large
business, banking, and professional support.”

Are these political groups? And are they not entitled to as
much consideration as the undisclosed protestants whom the
Attorney General secretes?

I regard the Minnesota congressional delegation as an official
rather than a political group, but the most significant feature of
its attitude is the fact that while divided politically it is a unit
for Michel, The same is true of the State officials, including a
large part of the judiclary. This leaves as the only known and
responsible opponent, your Attorney General; and since you have
apparently adopted his view and even his phraseology in your let-
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I have known him much longer than you have and am familiar
with traits and defects which he has carefully concealed from you.
Your Attorney General is a Minnesotan, who has been in the State
but not of it. Even his preparatory education was received at an
Eastern school to which he was sent and he did not go, Mr. Presi-
dent, as you did, on his own resources. He has always carried him-
self with an air.of superiority to the rest of our people. Born with
a gold spoon in his mouth, cold and unsympathetic by nature, he
grew up with little regard for the rights and feelings of the great
masses or for anyone else except the wealthy and powerful, His
father was a judge of the State supreme court and, unlike his son,
very human and greatly beloved. By virtue of that position he
was able to place his son in the way of obtaining a lucrative clien-
tele, especially among corporations. He had none of those hard
struggles for practice, which are the lot of most of our young
lawyers. He soon became the attorney for many corporations,
among them the Illinois Central Railroad, and if you would read
the list of cases In which he has appeared for that company and
the efforts—mostly unsuccessful—which were made to prevent the
award of lawful compensation to the victims of its negligence and
greed, you would better understand his prejudice toward the rail-
road brotherhoods and their corps of protectors. If you would
study those cases and ascertain what he was contending for, you
would realize his pettiness. In one case it was actually argued
that a rule of the Illinois Railroad Co. overrode the law. During
the World War he was regional counsel for all of the railways with
lines in Minnesota, and his experience with lawyers having per-
sonal-injury cases was naturally amplified and his prejudice in-
creased. It is this long corporate connection and the environment
in which he has practiced which has unbalanced his judgment.
He has nothing against Michel, and if you will pin him down he
must admit it. He thinks, though he is mistaken and prejudiced
and without foundation for his obstinate conclusions, that some
of the actions of Michel's partner are reprehensible, but he has
nothing to say Mr. Michel, His “right thinking" is so
warped that he does not want to, in this case, separate two indi-
viduals each answerable to himself and to his God for his own
actions. Michel avoids the flowing bowl, is not a member of gentle-
men’s clubs and spends his time when not at work upon his pro-
fession, with his family, and 1y goes to church on Sunday.
On Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday he meets his opponents be-
fore the courts, and because of hard application, generally defeats
them, which defeats your Attorney General has tasted and still
remembers. And he would now like, for the purpose of ruining
Michel, to mislead you and bring down upon the head of Ernest A.
Michel the discrepancies of his partner, Tom Davis. Michel is
modest, retiring, a deep student, of German descenf, inheriting
good judgment and common horse sense, He can not by any
stretch of the imagination be likened to his fiery, eloquent, tem-
peramental, eccentric, and lovable partner, Tom Davis. They are
two opposites, one is as different from the other as the North Pole
from the South. That is why these two have made a wonderful
combination as a law firm. Michel is the careful, , con=
servative lawyer, Davis the advocate. In over 20 years of practice
no court has criticized Mr. Michel's conduct, and he has appeared
many times before the Supreme Court of the United States, before
the supreme courts of the States of Michigan, Wisconsin, Indiana,
Jowa, Nebraska, South Dakota, Montana, and Illinois, to say noth-
ing of the innumerable times before his own supreme court.

I do not quite understand the following sentence in your letter:
“1 am aware also of the implications which have been made of
reprisals this administration if I fail to agree to this
appointment.” You have never had any such implication from
me. I am a Republican and am naturally anxious to see the
national administration of my party succeed, much more so than
those individuals in the organization of the party who sent money
into States in this last election to elect Democrats; but I can not
applaud nor follow a policy that would establish a dictatorship of
judiciary appointments in the hands of any lawyer, much less a
Democratic corporation lawyer. I am one of the Senators from
Minnesota and it is my desire and my duty to act in this matter
according to the wishes of a majority of my constituents. I have
the best of evidence of what those wishes are, for your Attorney
General (knowing in advance that I was for Michel) passed the
word on to his friends and they all made it an issue against me
in my recent campaign. The people voted on the question as
nearly as they ever can and they reelected me.

Mr. President, there are some “ implications™” of which I fear
you are not “ aware,” and they are growing daily more portentious.
The Republicans of this country did not nominate and elect you
in order to make your Attorney General the dictator of United
States judicial appointments. He has never done anything for
you or for our party except to stab it in the back. In September,
1928, when we were all working our heads off to elect you, Mitchell
and his wife, taking advantage of the special rate for Government
people, left for a couple of months’ holiday in Alaska. I doubt
if he even voted for you. To-day you have presented to the Sen-
ate, no doubt because of the advice of your Attorney General,
the name of a Wilson-Smith Democrat for United States judge in
the District of Columbia. Your Attorney General has succeeded
in so allenating the personnel of his department that of the seven
Assistant Attorneys General who were there when he was Solicitor
General, not one was in office a few months after he took office.
The list of those who left, voluntarily or otherwise, includes the
alert and resourceful William J. Donovan, who did yeoman service
for you in the last election; the brilliant George R. Farnum; the
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patient and plodding Parmenter, of Oklahoma; the industrious

. Galloway, of Indiana; and Mabel Walker Willebrandt, whose un-
tiring zeal in your behalf in the last election was unexcelled. Last
but not least I mention the courteous and efficient John Marshall,
of West Virginia. None of these could get along with your Af-
torney General and no high-class and self-respecting lawyer can
long work with one so autocratic and dictatorial. He did the
Republican Party no service when he turned out John Marshall,
a loyal party man, and kept as administrative assistant one C. E.
Stewart, an Alabama Democrat.

I call your attention to the testimony of Assistant Attorney
General Parmenter, found on page 1237 of part 3 of the hearings
before the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, pursuant to
Senate Resolution 79, wherein Mr. Parmenter testifies as to his
conversations with your Attorney General, who at the time was
Acting Attorney General:

“s * » He then asked me if I could not return an indict-
ment and leave Mr. Burke out. I told him no. He said, ‘ Then,
can you not let the matter, so far as Mr, Burke is concerned, run
on until later?’ I told him no; I could not do that.

“ He then gave a shrug of his shoulder and a motion of his head
which I interpreted to mean that if in the grand-jury room Mr.
Burke was about to be included in an indictment all I would
have to do would be to indicate in some such way that he
should not be included, and he would not be. I told him I would
not do that for any man. * * * I went back down, and I
think it was the next day, which would probably be the 28th, I
received a memorandum to discharge that grand jury.”

In a civil trial involving the facts in this case Federal Judge
Knox refers to the manipulations charged to Burke as “a sordid
story " and “a studied attempt to dissipate the wealth of Jack-
son Barnett.” I know that you will approve of the actions of
Parmenter, but it was because of his right stand that the * right-
thinking " Mr. Mitchell, when he came into the office of Attorney
General, could see no further use for such an assistant.

I likewise refer you to the opinion of your Attorney General,
dated September 22, 1930, on the Appalachian Electric Power Cor-
poration’s application for a power permit on the New River in
Virginia, If this astonishing opinion, which is neither good law
nor good administration, should hold, it would destroy the Fed-
eral power act, which controls millions of water horsepower
throughout the United States. This opinion has been attacked on
all sides by lawyers who are familiar with the fight to protect
the Nation's water power, and it is significant that your Attorney
General is the first high official that has sought to nullify this
law which protects the people against public-utility exploitation.

Your Attorney General again undermined the Republican Party
when he hatched in his own office, according to his own admis-
sion, the scheme to nominate Judge Parker, who is anathema
not only to labor in general but the railroad brotherhoods,
toward whose highest duly elected officials your Attorney General
has shown such bitter opposition, two of whom called upon him
and upon you in Mr. Michel’'s behalf. He failed the United
States Government when he prevented the execution of a judg-
ment in its favor for over $1,000,000 inheritance tax upon the
estate of a former client, Mrs. James J. Hill; and later, using
his office as Solicitor General, prevented the Supreme Court from
passing on the validity of the scheme by which he had enabled
that client to defraud the Government, though he himself drew
up the papers for Mrs. Hill out of which grew the controversy.
If there was any virtue in his newspaper campaign of “right-
thinking ” ethics, he certainly as Solicitor General would have
seen to it that the Supreme Court had an opportunity to pass
upon this Hill case. I can show you several other sidesteppings
of your Aftorney General during his term of office, if you are
ready to listen to them.

As a Republican and a Senator let me importune you, Mr. Presi-
dent, not to close your eyes to the lessons of recent political his-
tory. Taft wrecked his administration by trusting Ballinger;
Harding wrecked his by trusting Fall, Daugherty, and others of
lesser notoriety, like the late Rush Holland. Are you going to
wreck yours by further trusting your Attorney General? The
answer is for you to make; but millions of loyal Republicans
throughout the land are hoping and praying for a negative
answer.

Mr, President, I can not disregard the mandate of my State and
its people. I can not desert Mr. Michel, whom I know and whom
the people of my State know is in every way qualified for this
position and who has been made the victim of class prejudice and
corporate vindictiveness. In view of the unjust and unprecedented
attack made upon Mr. Michel by the Attorney General, I could
not in good confidence submit the names of 8 or 10 other lawyers
and subject them to the same kind of an attack. The people
of Minnesota want a liberal and progressive judge, and I feel cer-
tain that were I to submit the names of such lawyers as are
liberal minded and progressive that they would be submitted to
the same opposition from the Attorney General that Mr. Michel
has encountered. I am afraid that the new qualification, “right
mindedness,” imposed by your Attorney General would be found
wanting. Their reputation would be subjected to the same sniping
of the * public-utility, right-minded"™ Attorney General. My
recommendation, as well as that of my colleague Senator SHIP-
sTEAD, of Mr. Michel and the support of every Member of Congress
from Minnesota was because of the conviction that he repre-
sents the attitude that the people of Minnesota demand in a
ir:ﬁ.dm judge, that of being free and independent of corporate

uence. ;
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The entire Minnesota delegation asks you to send his name to
the Senate, together with all communications, pro and con, rela-
tive to his candidacy, and to let that body, in the exercise of its
constitutional prerogative to give advice, pass on his qualifications.
That much, it seems to me, is due Mr. Michel, who has been at-
tacked and accused by your Attorney General in an unprecedented
newspaper campaign which he has initlated and in which Mr.
Michel has had no opportunity to offer a defense. Once before the
Senate he will have such an opportunity, and if there is merit in
the Attorney General's contentions he will have a chance to
show it. On the other hand, Mr. Michel will be given an oppor=
tunity and the only opportunity that he can have to vindicate
his good name. In view of the unanimity of cur delegation in
Congress and of our State officials at home, it seems to me that
this is as little as could be asked under the circumstances. It is
not my individual and isolated request but that of practically the
entire official representation of the State, and I submit that it
is not only due Mr. Michel but would afford the most equitable
and satisfactory solution of the whole matter, and I am sure
that, search as I might, I can not find another name which
could bring with it the unanimous support of the entire State
delegation.

I would be in full accord with you were you to send this nomi-
nation to the Senate accompanied by a statement if you felt you
should make it to the effect that the appointment was sent in
because of the recommendations of the two Senators and all the
congressional delegation and because of the very large number of
indorsements for Mr. Michel, but that you also felt that the
Judiclary Committee should be advised that in the opinion of the
Attorney General the candidate was not fitted for the position
and that there were many protests against the appointment.
This would, of necessity, bring the maftter before the Judiciary
Committee for hearing and would present Mr. Michel with a
chance for a defense which he has never had an opporfunity to
make. To me this would not be incompatible with the ideas of
American fair play, and this is especially true in view of the open
publicity compaign carried on by the Attorney General to destroy
Mr. Michel, and it seems to me that there could no criticism
attach to you since the entire Minnesota delegation want it, the
governor and the other State officials of my State elected by the
people want it, over 600 reputable lawyers of the State of Min-
nesota want it, over a score of judges, headed by the chief jus-
tice of our supreme court, want it. The people of Minnesota,
through their representatives, want Ernest A. Michel, and it seems
since the judge’s jurisdiction is exclusively in the State of Min-
nesota that the advice of the entire elective representation of
the State of Minnesota should be given more consideration than
an appointive officer whose duty should be in reality only that of
Secretary to the President, since any power he has emanates from
the President.

Faithfully, sincerely, and respectfully yours,
THOoS. D. SCHALL.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, as the letfer is signed by the
Senator from Minnesota himself, and a part of his speech,
there probably would be no objection whatever to having
it printed in the Recorp in 8-point type.

I want to call attention now to the fact that, with the
exception stated above, any letter read in the Senate—I do
not care whether it be from the President of the United
States—is to be printed in 6-point type. For instance, on
yesterday a letter from President Hoover was read by the
senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Roeinson], which went
into the Recorp in 6-point type. I want the Senator from
Minnesota fo understand that I did not know the letter
was written by himself and to be a speech on the subject of
the letter. This being the case he probably would not even
have had to make the request that it go in 8-point type.

Mr. SCHALL. Mr. President, I am very glad to have had
the Senator from Utah make that statement.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr.
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House in-
sisted upon its amendment to the bill (S. 2643) to amend
the joint resolution establishing the George Rogers Clark
Sesquicentennial Commission, approved May 23, 1928, dis-
agreed to by the Senate; agreed to the conference requested
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and that Mr. Luce, Mr. HoorEr, and Mr. WARREN
were appointed managers on the part of the House at the
conference.

The message also announced that the House had dis-
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
16297) to amend the act entitled “An act to provide for
the construction of certain public buildings, and for other
purposes,” approved May 25, 1926 (44 Stat. 630), and acts
amendatory thereof; requested a conference with the Sen-
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ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and
that Mr. Erriorr, Mr. TavLor of Tennessee, and Mr. Lan-
HAM were appointed managers on the part of the House at
the conference.

PROPOSED AMENDMENT OF COPYRIGHT LAW

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I want to say just a few
words abouf the copyright bill now pending in the Com-
mittee on Patents. A large number of Senators have asked
me about the bill and have inquired why it can not be
speedily reported and acted upon by the Congress. The
report in the newspapers to the effect that the bill is being
delayed in committee because the broadcasters want a pro-
vision so that they may use copyrighted material without
cost is simply ridiculous. While an amendment was offered
postponing copyright protection for 90 days after registra-
tion, there has been no such thought on the part of the
members of the committee. That has not been delaying
the bill, but a number of other serious considerations.

The Senate should understand that the proposed new
copyright law is revolutionary. It proposes to change the
policy as to copyright that has been followed by this Gov-
ernment since its beginning. For 140 years every copyright
law has required the registration and deposit of copyrighted
material, and for 128 years every copyright law enacted by
Congress has required that notice shall be affixed to the
copyrighted material. Even before the adoption of the
Constitution, it was required in the various Colonies that
copyrights should be registered. The Library of Congress,
as a result of this long practice provided by law, has become
a depositary for all copyrighted material, to which the pub-
lic may turn and learn authoritatively what is copyrighted
and for how long it is copyrighted. We have built up an
orderly system of copyrights. The bill now pending in the
committee proposes to wipe out that entire system. The
measure is so revolutionary in its nature that it simply can
not be acted upon hastily, and unless amendments can be
provided that will safeguard and protect the public the bill
should not be passed.

I want to call the attention of Senators to the fact that
the enjoyment of patent and copyright monopoly flows
from the Constitution of the United States and the laws
passed by Congress under the constitutional provision. A
grant of monopoly is against the public, and the public has
a right to know what is copyrighted, by whom it is copy-
righted, and the definite period for which it is copyrighted.
So when it is proposed to put upon the statute books a law
that would absolutely overturn the entire present system
and provide no place to which anyone could go to identify
material as to whether or not it is copyrighted, I say it is
time that the Senate committee should go most carefully
into the matter and should not be rushed in its considera-
tion of this legislation.

I say this because I do not want to create the impression
that I or others who think as I do, are opposed to the revi-
sion of the copyright statutes, but the hearings that we held
for two full days, both morning and affernoon, have not as
yvet been printed, and until they shall be printed the com-
mittee will not be able intelligently to pass upon proposed
amendments. We want to revise the copyright statute, but
we want to be sure when we shall have revised it that we
will not be destroying a system that has served our people
with reasonable satisfaction during our entire history.

PAYMENT OF ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES

Mr, HEFLIN. Mr. President, I ask consent to have pub-
lished in the Recorp a speech delivered by Gen. Jacob S.
Coxey, sr,, over radio station WJSV, at Alexandria, Va., on
yesterday, relative to payment of adjusted-service compen-
sation to ex-service men.

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Ladies, gentlemen, and children of radio audience, through the
courtesy of this radio statlon, WJSV, Alexandria, Va., I am granted
the great privilege of presenting to this audience and the people
at large the people’s side of financing, in accordance with the

Constitution, not only the adjusted-service compensation but the
financing of all public improvements and needs, without interest,
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as outlined in H. R. 12763, now before the Ways and Means
Cemmittee of the Congress.

The greas privilege granted here to-night is in strong contrast
with the bank-controlled press of the country suppressing my
statement made before the same Committee of Ways and Means
on the same afternoon, February 4, 1831, with that of Mr. Owen
D. Young. The banker-controll edprmhnveplayedupur
Young's statement and ignored mine, and I will now give you
the statement I made on the same afternoon.

STATEMENT OF GEN. JACOB 8. COXEY, SR., MASSILLON, OHIO

“ General Coxey. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the Ways and
Means Committee, since listening for several days to the bankers,
savings-bank preaidenta, insurance-company heads, lnvast'.ment
and trust company heads, and brokers' testimony in opposition to
issuing interest-bearing bonds to be sold on the market to ob-
tain money to pay the adjusted-service certificates, claiming that
the outstanding bonds held by such bankers and others and
brokers would be depreciated, the thought came to my mind that
11 an issue of full legal tender, noninterest-bearing Liberty bonds

or Treasury notes were issued instead and paid direct to the
World War veterans, such bonds or notes redeemable on and after
1945 at the rate of 6 per cent of the total amount issued annually
until all of such bonds or notes issued were redeemed or retired
and canceled, ought to be a compromise acceptable to all. There-
fore, I suggest the following:

“Authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to have engraved and
printed a sufficient amount of Liberty bonds or Treasury notes,
in the denominations of $1, $2, $5, $10, $20, £25, $50, £100, £500,
and $1,000 each; such Liberty bonds or Treasury notes to be full
legal tender, noninterest bearing, exempt from all Federal, State,
and subdivision taxes, to pay in full now, all of the adjusted-
se:ﬂcecertmcatessndthemstofprmtlnganddmbmﬂngsuch
Liberty bonds or

“Bec. 2. Buchmbertybondsm- otes Issued under the
provisions of this act shall be callable, rudeemed, retired, and can-
cel]adonmda.tterlmattharatec:repercentotthemtal
amount annually of such Liberty bonds or Treasury notes issued
under the provisions of this act until all of such Liberty bonds
or Treasury notes shall have been redeemed, retired, and cancelled.

“ Justinian, the great lawgiver of the Roman Empire, reduced the
iaw into three precepts: First, to live honestly; second, to hurt
nobody; third, to render unto each his due.

“Ask yourselves the question: Who is the Congress? 1Is it not
the people? If the Congress is the people, should it not coin
money at cost for the needs of the Government and of the people?

“*The Supreme Court decision, which is final, says: Congress is
authorized to establish a national currency, either in coin or in
paper, and to make that lawful money for all purposes,
as regards the National Government or private individuals.’

“ Now, that is the first proposition, This is the second one:

* Secretary Mellon appeared before the Senate Finance Com-
mittee on January 28 to warn that cash redemption of the soldiers’
bonus would upset the Nation’s financial structure and ‘greatly
disturb world equilibrium.’ He said the cashing of the adjusted-
service certificates, which has been urged as a relief measure, would
*geriously retard a business recovery and so prolong unemploy-
ment.'

“He testified that the Treasury will close the fiscal year with a
deficit, according to present indications, of not less than $375,-
000,000, and that cash payment of the face value of the certificates
would cost about $3,400,000,000. He said:

“*I can say without qualification that the Treasury Department
could not sell $3,400,000,000 of bonds at the present time, except
on terms which it would be very hard to justify and without com-
plete disorganization of the Government and other security
markets, with the most serious consequences not only to the pub-
lic mdit but to our entire economic structure.’

“ Continuing, he sald:

“*But serious as would be the direct consequences to the Gov-
ernment, it would be even more serious.’

“* Among the * indirect consequences,” he listed:

“*‘Immediate depreciation very materially of the price of all
United States bonds, the effect of which would be equivalent to
a capital levy on the holders of all United States Government se-
curities.

“* Destruction of capital values running into hundreds of
millions of dollars.’

“The fifth clause of section 8 of Article I of the Constitution
of the United States provides:

“*The Congress shall have power to coin money, regulate the
value thereof, and of foreign coin.

" Now, under that provision of the Constitution I suggest the
Iollow‘.lng as a costless and sensible solution:

“Let Becretary Mellon do as Secretary Chase did under Presl-
dent Abraham Lincoln during the Civil War: Authorize the Sec-
retary of the Treasury of the United States to have engraved and
printed a sufficient amount of full legal-tender Treasury notes to
pay in full now, all adjusted-service certificates at their face value
as of 1945.

“Salmon P. Chase, Secretary of the Treasury under Abraham
Lincoln, sald:

“‘What is a greenback? Did you ever think what it was?
Why, it is simply the credit of this great American people put in
the form of money to circulate among the very people whose
credit makes it good.

“*When I was Secretary of the Treasury the question arose,
How should these vast armies and navies be supplied? How
should the boys be fed in the fields, the sailors in ships, and pro=
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wisions be made for their support, their clothing, food, and trans-
portation?

“'1 found the banks of the country had suspended specle
payments. What was I to do? The banks wanted me to borrow
their credit or pay them interest in gold upon their credit. They
did not pay any gold or propose to pay any themselves, but they
wanted me to borrow their notes.

“*1 sald, “ No, gentlemen. This great American people is worth
all of you put together. I will take the credit of the people, cut
it up in the form of little bits of paper, and we will circulate
that paper.”

“*This is the true idea of the greenback. It is the credit and
property of the American people.’

*Three billion four hundred million dollars of full legal-tender
Treasury notes (greenbacks) paid to the patriotic World War
veterans at this time would be like a week's rain in the drought-
stricken districts; it would thaw out the frogen credits—mer-
chants' notes—now held by the banks that are still breathing,
gmi restore or bring back to life those banks that have lost their

reath. °

“The World War veterans are more patriotic than the bond
slave-holders, They are willing to take the Government’s notes
without interest, which will only cost the Government $3,400,000,
the cost of printing. Three hundred and forty-six million six
hundred and eighty-one thousand and sixteen dollars of such
greenbacks issued by Secretary Chase in 1863 are still in circula-
tion. It has not been an experiment; it has worked.

“Mr. Mellon and his understudy, Mr. Mills, will not need to
worry any more about advising the veterans what is best for
them or about a Treasury deficit or additional tax burden. Their
guardianship would be ended.

*“ This measure would commence the restoration of the country
back to Lincoln's principles and prevent the utter annihilation
of the Republican Party.

“Now, I want to give you some Supreme Court decisions on the
issuance of currency and the definition of currency.

“In Sixteenth Iowa Reports, 248, it is stated:

“*The gold dollar is not a commodity having an intrinsic value
but money having only a statutory value, and every dollar has
the same value, without regard to the material. The gold dollar
has not intrinsic value.’

“Aristotle said:

“*“Money exists not by nature but by law. The use of money
was of necessity devised. From barter arose the use of money;
for it is not everything which is naturally useful—that is, easy of
carriage—and for this reason men Invented among themselves by
way of exchange something which they would mutually give
and take. Money, then, was devised from necessity of mutual
exchange.’

“ Henry Cernunchi sald:

“‘Money is a value created by law. Its value is legal and not
material. It is, perhaps, not easy to convince one that the value
of metallic money is created by law. It is, however, a fact.’

“In Price's Principles of Currency you will find this:

“*Trade arises out of a division of labor. The need of money
comes from the fact of trade.’

* Judge Tiffany, in his Constitution Law, says at page 221:

“!To coin money and regulate its value as an act of soverelgnty
involves the right to determine what shall be taken and received
as money, at what measure or price it shall be taken, and what
shall be its effect when passed or tendered in payment or satis-
faction of legal obligation. Government can give to its stamp
upon leather the same money value as if put upon gold or silver or
any other material. There is no such thing legally as gold or silver
money and paper money. Money is the sovereign authority im-
pressed upon and attached to that which is capable of taking
and retaining the impress of that authority. The act of coining
money consists in affixing to that which is to constitute money
the stamp or seal of sovereign authority, by which it may be
recognized and known in the market as being authoritatively en-
titled to be received at the price or value stamped thereon. The
authority which coins or stamps itself upon the authority can
select what substance it may deem suitable to receive the stamp
and pass as money, and it can affix what value it deems proper,
independent of the intrinsic value of the substance upon which
it is affixed. * * * The cwrency value is in the stamp when
used as money and not in the material independent of the stamp.
In other words, the money quality is the alithority which makes it
current and gives it power to accomplish the purpose for which
it was created—the power to pay debts.’

% sg: befihe Cyclopedia of Political Science, Volume II, page 879, it

“‘“Our ancestors in Maryland and Virginia, before the Revolu-
tionary War and for some time after, in default of gold and silver,
used tobacco as money; made it money by law; reckoned the fees
and salaries of Government officers in tobacco, and collected the
public taxes in that article.’

* Webster says:

“* Money is coin, stamped metal, usually gold or silver, stamped
by public authority and used as a medium of commerce.’

“The North British Review says:

“* Metallic money, while acting as coin, is identical with paper
money in respect to its being destitute of intrinsic value.’

““The following is taken from Walker on Political Economy:

“‘Money is the medium of exchange. Whatever performs this
function, does the work, is money, no matter what it is made of.’

“J. C. Hannon, in the Twentieth Century, says:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

4443

“*The value of gold is a fictitious monetary value which, when
destroyed, reduces the metal to a commodity less valuable than
many other metals. Gold plays the part of watered stock in the
world’s markets, and it is only a question of common sense when
the people will repudiate, or rather, demcnetize all metals.’

“Alexander Delmar, in Sclence of Money, says:

“*‘Moneys are of great varieties. The palpable characteristic
which distinguishes money from the numerous objects that re-
semble it, but which are not money, is its mark of authority,
signifying that it 1s issued, circulated, and made payable for debts,
services, fines, taxes, and commodities by virtue of law.'

“This is from Herbert Spencer:

“‘Among the unmitigated rogues mutual trust is impossible.
Among people of absolute integrity mutual trust would be un-
limited. Given a nation of liars and thieves, and trade must be
carried out either by barter or by money of intrinsic value. Given
a nation of honest men as careful of others’ rights as their own
and all trade may be carried out by a memorandum of debits and
credits.’

*“The United States Supreme Court, in 12 Wallace, 525, said:

“*‘Whatever power there is over the currency is vested in Con-
gress. If the power to declare what is money is not in Congress,
it is annihilated. * * * No one ever doubted that a debt of
81,000, contracted before 1834, could be paid by 100 eagles coined
after that year, though they contained no more gold than 94
eagles such as were coined when the contract was made, and this,
not because of the intrinsic value of the coin, but because of its
legal value. The eagles coined after 1834 were not money until
they were authorized by law, and had they been coined before,
without a law fixing their legal value, they could have no more
paid a debt than uncoined bullion, or cotton, or wheat. * * *
The coinage acts fix its unit as a dollar; but the gold or silver
thing we call a dollar is in no sense a standard of a dollar. It is a
representative of it.

“The CrHAmMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired.

“Mr, Garner, I would like the general to continue until he
gets through.

“ General Coxey. It will only take me a minute.

“The CEHAmMAN. Proceed.

“ General Coxey, I have a letter here from a gentleman that is
very close to the greatest industrialist in the world, Henry Ford,
who, in the campaign of 1928, said to me personally that he
thought if Mr, Hoover was elected President of the United States
he would apply engineering methods to finance. That ldea has
been dissipated. He has changed his mind. And I want to read
a paragraph of a letter that he wrote to me on January 6.
When I wrote to him that I had & bill before the Ways and
Means Committee he knew the contents of the bill, and under
the rules here I am not able to mention the bill.

“ Mr. GArNER. Yes; you are.

“ General Coxey. Quoting what he says:

“*I do not have any confldence in your committee or anything
they can do. The time for talking and legislating is past. We
must now stand aside and listen to the thunder of events.'

*This gentleman is Mr, W. J. Cameron, who was editor of Mr.
Ford's paper and is one of the closest men to Mr. Henry Ford.
I am through.

“ Mr. GArNER. General, you can refer to that bill you mentioned.
There is nothing in the rules of this committee that you can not
refer to it at this time. You can refer to the number of it and
put it in your remarks.

“The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

* General Coxey. It is H. R. 12763.

“Mr, GarNER. Let me ask in this connection, while the general
is on the stand, for the record. We had a list of the gentlemen
whom the chairman invited to appear before the committee.
Numbers of them have been here, and all of them, except one,
Mr, Sloan——

“The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Sloan was unavoidably detained by his
business.

“Mr. GARNER. I want to ask the chairman of the committee
why he did not summon Mr. Ford or request Mr. Ford to come?

* The CrAmRMAN. We could not invite everybody. I might have
invited Mr. Ford if I had thought about it.

“Mr. GaeNER. How came you to think about the other gentle-
men? Was a list of names submitted to you by anyone?

* The Crmamman. The list of names was worked out as repre-
senting the general industrial and financial conditions.

“ Mr. GarNER. May I ask you this so I will not have to ask it on
the floor of the House: How were those names worked out?

*The CHAmMAN. By consultation.

“ Mr. GarNER. With whom?

“ The CHAIRMAN, A number of persons.

“ Mr. GarNEr. Was it with Mr. Mills?

“The CHAmMAN, No; I did not consult Mr. Mills.

“We thank you, General, for the information you have given
the committee.”

WHAT IS HAPPENING UNDER THE PRESENT PLAN OF PAYING ADJUSTED-
SERVICE CERTIFICATES

First, on January 1, 1945, the United States Government will

owe the World War veterans, on thelr adjusted-service certificates,

less those that have been paid on account of death, $3,400,000,000.

Second, taxes have been, and are now, being collected and will

be collected annually until 1945 to provide a reserve fund to pay

such certificates in full on January 1, 1945, or, in case of death,
at time of death.
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Such reserve fund created through taxes collected has $771,-
000,000 to its credit in the United States Treasury.

SIMPLE JUSTICE

In order to hurt nobody, and render unto the holders of such
adjusted-service certificates their just due, and to relieve and lift
the burden of taxation off the back of the taxpayer, as well as the
Government itself, until the year 1945.

WHAT WILL HAPFEN UNDER THE COXEY FLAN

Such Liberty bonds, or Treasury notes, being in size and
denominations, like the Federal reserve note, national bank note,
Treasury note, silver certificates, and gold certificates, which are in
circulation at the present time, such Liberty bonds, or Treasury
notes, would be more valuable than the aforementioned money on
account of being full legal tender in payment of all debts, non-
interest bearing, and exempt from all Federal, State, and sub-
division taxes,

Within 10 days' time after the disbursing or payment of such
Liberty bonds or Treasury notes (money) to such World War
veterans for their service certificates prosperity would commence
to return, the same as grass starts growing after a warm rain in
the month of April.

VETERANS PUTTING MONEY IN CIRCULATION THROUGH PAYING DEBTS
AND RESTORING PROSPERITY

Upon the receipt of such money by such veterans it will be used
in paying debts owed the grocer, merchant, rent, druggists,
doctors, undertakers, taxes, building and loan companies’ notes,
and interest due the banks. Veterans out of debt will deposit
their money in banks. In turn such money will be paid to banks
by grocers, merchants, and others for notes owed the banks, now
frozen credits.

In turn banks will have money to loan and replace the col-
lapsed bank credit, banks now having nothing to loan.

Under the Coxey plan “ unparalled prosperity ” will be a fact in
90 days' time.

BANKERS OBJECTING

The cry will go out * inflation! Fiat money.” My contention
is that we are suffering from a deflation of bank credit, causing
a collapse of the economic structure.

The payment of §3,400,000,000 to the veterans at this time will
givg banks money to loan, and reestablish and restore bank credit
to loan.

Three billion four hundred million dollars of money, full legal
tender, noninterest bearing and exempt from all Federal, State,
and subdivision taxes, paid into circulation will be in the banks
in 10 days’ time; such money will be the foundation for $34,000,-
000,000 of bank credits to loan by such banks.

“ Unparalled prosperity” will be restored as fast as loans of
credit are made by banks to manufacturers and others, and unem-
ployment will disappear. -

HOW EMPLOYEES HELP THEIR EMPLOYERS

For each $100 deposited in commercial banks employers can
dnm $1,000 to pay such depositor and other employees on pay

¥

INJURY DONE BY RUN ON BANK

When a depositor gets scared and draws his $100 in money out
of the bank he pulls the foundation out from under his own
job, because the banker then curtails and cuts off the credit loan
to his employer of $1,000, and he can not pay such depositor and
others on pay day.

Our banking system has been devised on a basls of loaning $3 of
money to $97 of credit, using checks instead of money.

When Congress was given the sole power to coin money it was
intended that enough money would be coined at cost for the
needs of the Government, States, subdivisions, and of the people.

A cunningly devised scheme has been devised and adopted in
our banking system, to coin money at cost to the banks, and
allow the banks to loan their credit, charging interest for its use,
to the Government, Btates, subdivisions, and the people.

Charging interest for the use of the legal tool money, which can
only be used to pay and cancel debts, is wrong, and must be out-
lawed or this civilization is doomed.

Prohibit banks from paying interest on deposits, start coining
money to pay the veterans' service certificates, furnish money
without interest to all States, counties, townships, citles, and
school districts for public improvements, requiring the return of
such money in 25 annual payments of 4 per cent each year with-
out interest.

If President Hoover and his rubber-stamp House of Representa-
tives In Congress, made so by the House rules, giving power to
the big three—LoNcworTH and his two aides—to use the stamp,
want to prevent an uprising of the people, provision must be
made to give work to the 6,000,000 unemployed through the Coxey
bill, H. R. 12763, now before the Ways and Means Committee, Mr.
HawLEY, the chairman, having refused to grant s hearing on it,
although 13 members out of 25 members, a majority, signed a
request to the chairman to grant a hearing.

It is pathetic to see 432 Members of the House out of 435 Rep-
resentatives, a large majority, lacking backbone, allowing the “ big
three ” to command them to vote in accordance with the wishes
of the vislonless engineer in the White House, the engineer taking
his orders from the Mussolini of the United States, SBecretary
Mellon, who is the head of the invisible government which became
-visible during the hearings the past week on the adjusted-service
compensation bill.

The descendants of the same buccaneers, now called racketeers,
were repeating in such hearings what their predecessors did to the
Ways and Means Committee in 1863, when they were considering
the issuance of when such buccaneers forced the com-
mittee to put the exception clause on the greenbacks as follows:
“This note is a legal tender for all debts, public and private,
except dutles on imports and the interest on the public debt.”

Thaddeus Stephens, the chairman of the Commiftee on Ways
and Means, that great patriot, came out of the committee room at
that time, 1863, with tears streaming down his cheeks, and ex-
claimed, “I had to yield to the bankers from New York, Boston,
and Philadelphia in order to save the Union.”

At that time they made a depreciated dollar to pay the soldlers,
and a gold dollar to pay the bond slave-holder, also allowing the
same buccaneers to corner gold. At one time A. T. Stewart, a
large merchant in New York, needed $100,000 gold to pay import
duties and he had to pay the buccaneers $285,000 in greenbacks.

I am on to their game, and I will not allow their big boy, the
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. HAWLEY, wWho is
simply the messenger boy for the “ big three,” who do the' bidding
of Mussolini Mellon when told to do so by the vislonless engineer
who occupies the White House.

I will not allow anything put over on the World War veterans
without exposing their game. Therefore I suggested making the
money full legal tender, noninterest bearing, and exempt from all
Federal, State, and subdivision taxes, which will be true liberty
bonds, when issued and pald into circulation.

While I was listening to the buccaneers testify how the profits
would be lost if they held them on the bonds they had p
while the boys were being slaughtered in the trenches, all ad-
mitted there would not be any loss if they held those bonds until
maturity. I looked up at their big messenger boy, Mr. HAWLEY, the
chairman, who had been granted a leave of absence for 10 days by
Mussolini Mellon to feel out the witnesses; they were sure-thing
witnesses; a very clever play.

The racketeers ought to take care of their messenger boy after
March 4, 1933, unless his constituents are bigger dumb-bells than
I think they are.

What a contrast between two chairmen of the greatest and most
important committee of the Congress of the United States: Thad-
deus Stephens, the patriot that through the issuance of green-
backs in 1863, even with the exception clause on them, saved
the Union; and Mr, Hawrey, refusing to issue full legal-tender
greenbacks to pay the World War veterans who made this country
safe for Democracy, and where such veterans are starving in the
midst of plenty. O what fools ye mortals bel

President Hoover claims the * high standard of American wages
and living must be maintained.”

I assert that it can be maintained, providing the Government
will coin and furnish money for the Government, States, and sub-
divisions at the same rate and cost of $1.10 per each 81,000 they
print and furnish the 12 privately owned Federal reserve banks.

STOP, LOOK, AND LISTEN!

If money is furnished at cost without interest to industry in
production, the price of labor will go up and the price of products
down. If money is furnished to all public utilities at cost, with-
out interest, the rates would be reduced and labor rates raised.

ILLUSTRATION

The railroads have an annual interest account of $600,000,000.
If the Government furnished the railroads the money without in-
terest for $12,500,000,000 they now have out in bonds bearing in-
terest, such interest saving would reduce freight and passenger
rates and ralse labor rates.

Let the Government function for the people and not for the
banks exclusively.

Mr. President Hoover, then, and not until then, can the high
standard of American wages and living be maintained.

Do not worry about dumping the products of 1,000,000 Russian
convicts; what our country must fear is the products produced
by 80,000,000 of free Russian workers being financed by the gov-
ernment with money at cost to the workers.

Through the interest saving it makes the competition so great
that our American manufacturers can not meet it and exist.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 14675) making appropriations for the Department of
the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and
for other purposes.

Mr. NORRIS obtained the floor.

Mr. McNARY. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

Mr. HATFIELD. Will the Senator withhold his sugges-
tion for a moment?

Mr, McNARY. I withhold the call for a moment.

Mr. HATFIELD. I send a telegram to the desk dealing
with the drought situation in West Virginia, and I ask that
it may be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Deces the Senator from Oregon
withhold his suggestion of a quorum?
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Mr. NORRIS. I do not care for a gquorum, and if the
Senator will withhold his suggestion I will finish in a few
moments.

Mr. McNARY. I must insist on a quorum call. I will
withhold it for a moment while the letter presented by the
Senator from West Virginia is being read.

Mr. HATFIELD. I invite the attention of the senior Sen-
ator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] to the reading of the letter.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the letter
will be read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

St. Marys, W. VA, February 9, 1931.
Hon. H. D, HATFIELD,

United. States Senate, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mz. Hatrrerp: The Federal seed loan certainly is in-
adequate to meet the needs of West Virginia—if conditions in the
rest of the State are as those in Pleasants County, as they un-
doubtedly are. There are at least 200 Pleasants County farmers
who have from 1 to 10 cows and who have little or no feed for
them. That is not the worst of it—there is no source from which
they can obtain money to get feed; they can not borrow from
the banks, which have no more money to lend these farmers,
and they have no collateral for security to borrow from private
.individuals who might lend them some money.

Surely that $45,000,000 loan can be amended to include this
class of farmers. If their cattle starve, they say, there is no use
for them to borrow money to raise crops, for they will have noth-
ing to feed. In that event they will become wards of the county.
The Red Cross chapter is taking care of thz clothing and food
needs of the poor of the county with local funds, but there is
no source for people of this class to get rellef for their livestock.
Farmers who have more than 10 head of cattle are usually able
to secure loans and take care of themselves, but it is the smaller
farmer who can not get this credit who needs help now.

Up until the seed loan was passed all the farm leaders expected
that it would include loans for livestock feed. Now we do not
know what to do. It is all right for the southern farmers who
can let their cattle forage for themselves this time of the year,
but we in West Virginia can not do that.

Please give your support to any measure that may alleviate con-
ditions like this one in Pleasants County and the rest of the State.
If any amendment is passed to take care of these people with
their livestock problem, please inform me so that I can pass on
the good news.

Respectfully yours,
G. B. McInTIRE, County Agent.

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, may I ask the senior
Senator from Utah whether or not the additional $20,000,-
000 provided for in the conference report on the Interior
Department appropriation bill will take care of the situa-
tion that exists in Pleasants County, W. Va.?

Mr. SMOOT. From the reading of the letter, I take it
that the Senator’s correspondent does not understand that
out of the $45,000,000 the class referred to can be taken care
of. From the letter, I judge the writer does not under-
stand that fact, and that $20,000,000 provided for in the
pending bill, if it shall become a law, of course, will also
provide a means by which that class can be taken care of.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West
Virginia yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr, HATFIELD. I yield. ;

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The amendment to Public Resolu-
tion No. 112 which is proposed in the conference report is
required in order that the money may be loaned for live-
stock other than work stock. I wish, however, to point out
to the Senator that under the terms of that very resolution,
which is not changed by this proposed amendment, only
those who can furnish a first lien on their crops for 1931
can obtain any of the money for any purpose.

Mr. HATFIELD. I thank the Senator.

Mr. President, I understood from the Department of
Agriculture that the $45,000,000 appropriation would not
apply to the condition set forth in Pleasants County, W. Va.

Mr. SMOOT. I will state that the $20,000,000 provided in
the pending bill, on furnishing security, of course—and that
is understood by everybody—will apply to just such cases as
the Senator has in mind.

Mr. HATFIELD. In other words, if this conference report
is adopted, it will take care of the situation of which I
complain.

Mr. SMOOT. It will.
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Mr. HATFIELD. I thank the Senator.

Mr. McNARY. I renew my suggestion of the absence of
a quorum,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Fess King Schall
Barkley Fletcher La Follette Sheppard
Bingham Prazier McGill Shipstead
Black George McKellar Shortridge
Blaine Gillett McMaster Bmith
Blease Glass McNary Smoot
Borah Glenn Metcalf Stelwer
Bratton Goff Morrison Stephens
Brock Goldsborough Morrow Swanson
Brookhart Gould Moses Thomas, Idaho
Broussard Hale Norbeck Thomas, Okla.
Bulkley Harris Norris Townsend
Capper Harrison Nye T™mmell
Caraway Hatfield Oddle Tydings
Carey Hawes Partridge Vandenberg
Connally Hayden Patterson Wagner
Copeland Hebert Phipps Walcott
Couzens Heflin Pine Walsh, Mass,
Cutting Howell Pittman Walsh, Mont.
Dale Johnson Ransdell Waterman
Davis Jones Reed Watson
Deneen Eean - Robinson, Ark. Wheeler

Dil Eendrick Robinson, Ind. Willlamson

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety-two Senators have
answered to their names. A quorum is present.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr, President, the issue before the Senate
is, Shall public funds be appropriated for the purpose of buy-
ing food for our fellow citizens who are starving, and who
are not able fo give security for a loan?

For some time this issue has been waged pro and con be-
tween the Senate and the President, the President contend-
ing that while public money might be expended to buy food
for animals, and seed for crops, and fertilizer, it must under
no circumstances be used for the purpose of buying food for
starving people.

Mr. President, we marched up the hill on that issue with
our banners flying, contending for the principle which we
believed to be right, that there could be no higher use of
public funds than to protect the men and the women and the
children who are suffering from cold, and starving for some-
thing to eat. We marched up the hill with pure hearts and
a firm determination; but when we had reached the summit
we became enshrouded in a cloud of a special session, ahd
immediately we turned around and marched down the hill,
our banners trailing in the dust, and surrendered to the Great
Chief.

Mr. President, during the last few days I have received
some very pitiful letters describing, in common, ordinary
language the suffering that is taking place all over our great
country. In the midst of untold wealth, millions of our peo-
ple do not have money enough to buy a suit of clothes or a
meal. In the midst of overproduction, untold numbers are
suffering for food. Many of the textile mills have closed
down because they are not able to sell the products which
they manufacture, while thousands of our fellow citizens
do not have clothing enough to keep them warm.

One of the most beautiful letters I have received was from
a minister in the State of Nebraska. He told, in the most
beautiful language, the duty that we owed to our fellow men,
and how we ought to care for suffering and distress wherever
and whenever we found it; but through the letter the central
idea, often expressed, was, “ In this predicament it is your
duty to follow the President.” -

Not once did he claim that the position I had taken was
wrong. Not once did he intimate that the position of the
President was right; but *follow the President” was his
doctrine.

As I read that beautiful letter, Mr. President, it seemed
to me that that preacher ought to stand up in his pulpit
and pray God to direct His"Son to rewrite the Sermon on
the Mount so that it would read something like this:

Blessed are they who follow the President; for they shall
inherit the political plum tree and enjoy the fruits thereof.

Blessed are they who starve while the asses and the mules
are fed, for they shall be buried at public expense.
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Blessed are they who hunger in the land of drought, for
they shall be told that a great Government feeds the starv-
ing poor in foreign lands.

Blessed are the idle rich who “ know their master’s voice,”
for they shall be able to save their taxes while the poor
subscribe to the Red Cross.

Blessed are the lame ducks on the Muscle Shoals confer-
ence committee, for they shall receive their reward at the
hands of the Power Trust and an appreciative President.

Blessed are the little children who shiver from cold, for
their suffering shall receive “ sympathetic consideration.”

Blessed are the farmers who toil in the fields and the
army of unemployed whose families are hungry, for they
shall be fooled again at the next presidential election.
[Laughter in the galleries.]

Mr. President, let us turn from this picture to another one.

If we agree to the amendment now pending before the
Senate, the effect of it will be to make beggars, or some-
thing worse, of thousands, perhaps millions, of our fellow
citizens. Men who have no property, men who can give
no security, can get nothing from our beneficent Govern-
ment. They will have to starve or beg or do something
worse.

Away out on the Pacific coast in the little town of La
Crescenta, Calif., there lives a minister of the gospel, the
Rev. Robert Whitaker, who penned these beautiful lines and
sent them to me:

BEGGING FOR BREAD

Begging for bread—in a plentiful land!
for bread—with a trade in his handl
Sound as a dollar, in heart and in head,
Ready for work, and yet—begging for bread!

Begging for bread—but not begging alone;
Now are they swollen to numbers unknown,
Who weary the highways with heart-breaking tread,
And swarm through our city streets—begging for bread.

Begging for bread—with such stores on our hands
We could feed the unfed of all habited lands;

Food rotted to order—starvation widespread—
Organized waste—millions—begging for bread!

Begging for bread—while the dividends still
Choke the fat coffers and bulge Dives' till!
* Coming-out parties " ini their spread
And blessed in their name who are—begging for bread!

Chief of the Nation to-day on the air,

And all the big talkers—with language to spare—
Urging the half poor, already well bled—

To save our prosperity—begging for breadl

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, it has been my pleasure, as
well as my official duty, to vote for every authorization and
appropriation designed for the purpose of relieving the people
of my country in every emergency during the entire time I
have been in this body. But I can not support this confer-
ence report. I can not support it because I believe it is a
sham, that it is a wicked, cruel betrayal of the starving men
and women in this country.

To propose this conference report is no credit to an Amer-
ican Congress. In the face of the facts which have been
presented to the Congress, it is nothing short of a betrayal,
and a most shameful betrayal, of the helpless ones who are
entitled to the preservation of their lives.

Mr. President, I approach this proposition from another
angle. I recall that internecine strife, that terrible conilict,
which left the States and the people south of the Mason and
Dixon line impoverished. A great area of our country had
been swept over by victorious armies, and that great people
were subdued. There was but a remnant of their economie
prosperity remaining, and there were placed, as a burden
upon those people, millions of another race. Those millions,
while given their liberty, were left without a dollar. They
had neither homes nor subsistence. That was the burden
placed upon those people to the south of us as a result of
that conflict.

It can not be said that I have ever entertained any sec-
tional prejudices. I do not entertain them here this after-
noon; but I do recognize national obligations. Not only mil-
lions of another color were left helpless and homeless and
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destitute in the great section of the country to the south of
us, but many of those in that same region, in whose veins
was nothing by Aryan blood, were also impoverished.

The same States, burdened, bending under a heavy load
of debt, struggling to advance their economic condition all
through these sixty-odd years, have made a noble effort.
They have made some wonderful advances, handicapped as
they were. But ever since that conflict their handicaps
have been multiplied. As they were taking an advanced
step there came the hurricane from the Caribbean, bringing
devastation, want, and destitution, halting those people in
their advancement. Other handicaps befell them when the
torrential rains from the heavens swept the fertility of
their soil from the mountain sides and from the hillsides
and from the valleys into the oceans beyond, and they were
stopped again in their progress. That happened not only
once but time and time again.

Then came the floods, destructive, carrying death and
want and destitution again and again to halt those people
in their march, in their endeavor to secure economic re-
habilitation.

Then came the drought, the blistering, withering sun, and
for months and months, yea, for a year, that drought has
stricken them, another great handicap.

Mr. President, there was never a greater obligation im-
posed upon the Government of the United States than is
imposed on it at this moment. These multiplied periods
of hurricanes, floods, and drought have brought millions of
people to destitution. The junior Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. Caraway] the other day said a million people are
to-day destitute and in want and hunger in his own section
as the result of drought.

These are burdens which we should bear. They are
national burdens. They are responsibilities we should face.
As to how many people in those stricken areas are to-day
reduced to absolute poverty we have no exact knowledge.
I am accepting the evidence produced by the representatives
from that area. It was only the other day when Repre-
sentative Racon, of Arkansas, inserted in the REecorp a re-
port of the Red Cross showing that in a State with a popu-
lation of something over a million eight hundred thousand
people there were 519,516 individuals, almost a third of the
population, who were assisted daily by the Red Cross.

The $10,000,000 proposed to be raised for the Red Cross,
to be used all throughout the United States, will be con-
sumed by those half million alone. The $10,000,000 repre-
sents only $20 per capita for a half million people.

I confess, Mr. President, that I can not conceive how
an individual can live—not one month, not two months,
but live throughout the period when a new crop is being
produced—upon the meager sum of $20, out of which must
be paid, if they are paid, the bills for necessary medical at-
tendance. Over these same people to-day are sweeping the
ravages of pellagra; and, as the daily papers report every
day, smallpox, meningitis, all of the afflictions to which im-
poverished people are subjected. Payment for their food,
their clothing, their medical attendance, all must come, in
that one State alone, from a per capita payment of only
$20, through the long months yet before them. It will take
$10,000,000 to partially relieve the impoverishment in that
State alone. And yet, Mr. President, we have come to the
point where timidity causes the representatives of those
people to be quite willing to submit to a willful Executive.

Mr. President, there is no more food in the proposal of the
conference committee than there was in the $45,000,000 ap-
propriation measure. As a matter of fact, the conference
report proposes the adoption of a measure more restrictive
even than was the $45,000,000 relief bill. Under the $45,-
000,000 bill, after providing for the purchase of seed, feed for
work stock, fertilizer, and fuel and oil for tractors used for
crop production, it was then provided that the money might
be used “for such other purposes incident to erop produc-
tion as may be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture.”
That language gives the Secretary of Agriculture a discre-
tion. It provides for such “ purposes incident to crop pro-
duction as may be prescribed by the Secretary of Agricul-




1931

ture,” while in the conference report it is provided that the
loans may be made as the loans may be made under the
$45,000,000 appropriation bill for certain specified purposes
and “ to make advances or loans to farmers for crop produc-
tion for the crop of 1931 and for further agricultural
rehabilitation.”

Who is going to interpret what “agricultural rehabilita-
tion ” may mean? Identically the same agency of the Gov-
ernment, the Secretary of Agriculture, who has been in-
terpreting the language contained in the $45,000,000 appro-
priation measure, the language to which I called attention,
“ for such other purposes incident to crop production as may
be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture.” There is no
provision contained in the language of the conference report
that gives the Secretary of Agriculture any discretion what-
ever. I assume, Mr. President, that the Secretary of Agri-
culture will not violate the law. I assume that he will not
endeavor to breach the law. He has no discretion under the
conference report to extend the meaning and the limitations
with respect to agricultural rehabilitation; but in the $45,-
000,000 appropriation he has discretion. He can make
advances or loans under the $45,000,000 appropriation “ for
such other purposes incident to crop production as may be
prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture.” I submit that
the terms of the $45,000,000 appropriation are far more lib-
eral than are the terms which will be the guide of the Secre-
tary as prescribed by the conference committee.

Mr. President, I observe that in a speech made by the
junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] on December
19, 1930, he had this to say:

I had hoped that I should find in this conference report—

That is, the conference report on the bill which had
passed both houses of Congress prior to December 19 last
and had gone to conference—

I had hoped that I should find in this conference report a rec-
ognition on the part of the Government, as voiced by the Con-
gress, that human suffering is entitled to consideration. It is
not in the bill, Mr. President.

He further said:

I can not deceive myself about it. It is out of the bill. There
is not any authorization in the bill—and no one need vote for
it with that belief—for the purchasing of one pound of food to
alleviate the sufferings of starving humanity.

The Senator then was correct. The administration of the
law justifies his declaration at that time. He repeated:

But there is not any food under this bill. There is not a bite
of it. Nobody need vote for it with any belief that there is.

The administration of that law demonstrates the accuracy
of the Senator’s declaration. Then he proceeded to describe
the conditions which exist.

I could fill a whole volume of the CoNGRESSIONAL REcorp with
letters and telegrams from presidents of banks—

Said the junior Senator from Arkansas—

from merchants, from Ilawyers, from judges of courts, from
county officials, from farmers, and people in every walk of life,
telling me that not only are the people without means, but they
are actually starving, and there is no rellef in sight.

No relief under the $45,000,000 appropriation, and if the
$10,000,000 is gathered in by the Red Cross it will scarcely
be sufficient to feed the starving people in one State alone,
as I have undertaken to demonstrate.

Further describing the conditions that existed in his
State, the junior Senator from Arkansas said, quoting an
actual survey of some one who had gone out among the
people on the farms, and I quote as the Senator then quoted:

In the first home I found 15 pounds of flour, 10 pounds of meal,
3 or 4 pounds of lard, and 2 pounds of meat; in the second home,
10 or 12 pounds of flour and 3 or 4 pounds of lard; in the third
home, not more than 10 pounds of flour and 2 pounds of meat.
These are typical of the entire rural population in that com-
munity.

Then the junior Senator from Arkansas proceeded in his
own language:

Remember, that is all there is. There is not anything back of

that; and in the same letter he said that school children were
actually undergoing slow starvation.
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Repeating, I presume for the sake of emphasis in that
same speech, he declared:

There is not a mouthful of food in this bill for a single starving
woman or child in America.

Then courageously he declared:

If it be a great victory to protect from increased ‘taxation
the men who piled up huge fortunes while the sons of these
men stood in the trenches, in the mud and blood of their com-
patriots in France—if it be a great victory to protect these fortunes
agalnst an increase of taxation, although the bone and sinew of
this country may starve—the administration has won if, Mr.
President; and I am not deceiving myself. There is not any relief
in this bill. There is not any disposition to relieve starvation in
this bill.

Those are the words of the junior Senator from Arkansas
spoken on the 19th day of December. We can apply to the
present conference report every sentence then spoken, every
declaration then made by the junior Senator from Arkansas,
and we will have an accurate description of the pending
conference report. There is no food in the conference re-
port. The term “farm rehabilitation” is more restricted
than was the language contained in the $45,000,000 appro-
priation bill, which provided that loans or advances could be
made “ for such other purposes as may be prescribed by the
Secretary of Agriculture.” That is a more flexible provision,
a provisian that could be subjected to a broader interpreta-
tion than mere crop production; it reposed a discretion in
the Secretary of Agriculiure. Well might the Secretary of
Agriculture have held in the exercise of that discretion that,
“incident to crop production ” food and clothing are neces-
sary for those starving farmers; and he would have been
within the law had he exercised the discretion reposed in
him; but under the compromise provision, if he gives it the
same limited interpretation he gave the other measure, then
he would violate the law in advancing money by way of
loans or otherwise for any other purpose or purposes than
those specifically defined in the conference report.

Mr. President, I find that the junior Senator from Arkan-
sas [Mr, Caraway] on the 14th of January this year made
another very remarkable address in this Chamber. He out-
lined the conditions existing and quoted a statement by Mr.
Payne, chairman of the National Red Cross, in which he
said:

The situation in 21 States forms the greatest peace-time emer=
gency in history.

Mr. President, that is one picture, a picture of an im-
poverished people, whom the President of the United States
and the Secretary of Agriculture, with the consent and
blessing of the leadership on the other side of this Cham-
ber, propose to allow to continue to starve, suffer and die.

The letter from the President of the United States is a
sham; it is as sounding brass; it means nothing. If we
take that letter to mean that the Secretary of Agriculture
may violate the law, it is unworthy of the Chief Executive
of our Nation. If we take that letter to mean that out of
the heart of the Secretary of Agriculture will come only
fairness and sympathy I for one can find no food in thaft.
If the President of the United States and the Secretary of
Agriculture were frank and meant that the Secretary of
Agriculture would advance money to feed the people in the
drought-stricken areas, they would have said so in plain
terms. It is language intended to deceive; it is language
intended to cover up their meaning.

To whom are they to advance any sums under this bill?
Only to one class, and that is the most-favored class, to
men and women who have property. Ah, the senior Sen-
ator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBinson] said that the bill did
not provide a first mortgage lien on crops or property; that
a man in distress might present a promissory note signed by
a neighbor or by some one else as security. Mr. President,
in the common experience of men in the ordinary affairs of
life it is known that the man who has the confidence of a
neighbor to such an extent that the neighbor would sign his
note has food and clothing at his very door without any
assistance from the Government or from the Red Cross or
from charity. A neighbor whose name is sufficient security
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on a note to warrant the Secretary of Agriculture to ad-
vance money, as I understand the men upon the farms and
in the countryside, is of such sterling character that there
would be no need or necessity to ask him to indorse a note
as security. Such a man would have the means by which,
because of his regard for his neighbor, he would advance the
necessary funds for food and clothing.

Those who have property, those who may be able to put
up security for loans, may obtain funds under the provision
reported by the conference committee, but the men and
women, by and large, who are suffering in this emergency,
the impoverished people who possess neither homes nor
funds nor friends who would secure a single dollar for them,
are to be denied opportunity to secure funds under the terms
of this proposed compromise.

Mr. President, it is proposed by this conference report to
advance money to those now possessing the necessary prop-
erty or the necessary security; it is proposed to save those
men and women in their distress from the humiliation of
seeking relief from charity; yes, it is proposed by this con-
ference report to relieve them from that humiliation, but to
make mendicants and beggars of the poverty-stricken peo-
ple of this country, who have neither property nor money
nor friends to furnish security for them; it is proposed to
humiliate them and further reduce them in their impov-
erishment. In plain language, that is the proposal of the
Secretary of Agriculture, of the President of the United
States, and of the conference committee, by and with the
consent of the leadership on the other side of the Chamber.

Mr. President, I have mentioned only a very few of the
distressing conditions; they have been multiplied here in
the Recorp; Senator after Senator has described the pitiful
condition of tens of thousands, yes, hundreds of thousands
of people in distress. Those men and women are to be fur-
ther humiliated; they are to seek relief from charity.

Then, Mr. President, the same forces that are trying to
“drive through this conference report forget the other picture.

Mr, SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for
a moment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Morrow in the chair).
Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from
Virginia?

Mr. SWANSON. There is a bill from the other House
which it is desired to send to conference.

Mr. BLAINE. I will give unanimous consent to nothing
until we can dispose of this proposition. I am very sorry
that I can not accommodate the Senator.

Mr. SWANSON. What I desire to have done will take
but a moment. The House has asked for a conference on
the public buildings bill, and I am anxious that the Senate
should take action on that request.

Mr. BLAINE. I am not interested in a conference re-
quested by the House or anyone else. I am interested in this
conference report. I wish to analyze it, and not to be di-
verted in my course. I say that with the most kindly feel-
.ing toward the Senator from Virginia.

Mr. SWANSON. I understand that, and I have no desire
of course to divert the Senator, but the bill to which I refer
is the public buildings bill; it ought to be in conference, and
it is customery to allow such action to be taken.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, the people who have neither
property, money, nor friends to offer security ought to be
fed; they ought not to be further humiliated by compelling
them to be beggars at the door of the Red Cross and private
-charity. This great Government, with all its riches, all its
wealth, proposes to loan money fo those who have, in order
to save them from shame and humiliation, and at the same
time further to drag down the impoverished people of this
country into deeper depths of shame and humiliation.

I can not understand, Mr. President, why a single voice
should be raised in defense of this shameful proposal that
has been brought in here by the conferees. I care not who
he is who advocates it or whence he comes, I say, Mr. Presi-
dent, it is no honor to our Government, it is no honor to
Congress, to humiliate and impoverish, debase, and bring to
shame these people who are without money, without prop-
erty, and without friends,
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Mr. President, I was about to enter upon another picture.
It is not only the drought-stricken area and the flood-
stricken area and the hurricane-stricken area that are in
distress. There is another great area in the United States
that is suffering to-day—the industrial area of the United
States everywhere.

I think it has been demonstrated conclusively that there
are at least 5,000,000 men out of employment in this coun-
try—>5,000,000 men in industry, industrial workers, without
a job. They are impoverished. Why? The great machines
that have been invented and manufactured have displaced
these men from their jobs, most of them. There is no way
by which we can rehabilitate and revive those jobs under the
modern inventive genius of the American people, which has
produced this multiplicity of machines which in turn have
displaced these workers. No relief is to be given to them.
Their children are to remain ragged, hungry, starved, dis-
tressed. Their fathers and mothers are to be further impov-»
erished, and yet the President of the United States and the
Secretary of Agriculture and the conferees on this bill, by
and with the advice and consent of the leadership on both
sides of the Chamber, are willing to deny to those men,
women, and children some measure of relief.

I observe that the distinguished leadership to which I have
referred has been absent from the Chamber during the
course of my remarks. I am not criticizing individuals. I
am condemning a damnable system to which the repre- .
sentatives of these distressed people should not for one
moment subscribe. I care not for the saving of faces.
What I care for is the saving of human beings. Politicians
may come and go, and feel secure and smug with com-
placency; but this long line of men and women and children
will go on to such time as they will choose organized death
rather than starvation at the hands of an incompetent
government.

Mr. President, the most ridiculous spectacle I have ever
seen is presented here to-day. Every entrance to this
Capitol, every door admitting any individual to this Capitol,
is guarded by men in uniform, armed with clubs and guns
to protect us against an imaginary enemy. Yes; at every
entrance to the Capitol, if you please, Mr. President, you
must pass by a cordon of police going in twos and fours,
even patrolling the Capitol Grounds against a bogie man,
an imaginary enemy. We are to be protected against this
imaginary menace that exists in the minds of those who
would protect the very system that some day may provoke
a righteous revolt.

Mr. President, down here in the fair State of Arkansas,
at a little town named England, the newspapers some few
weeks ago carried the news that there had assembled some
three or four hundred country folks, men and women from
the farms and the plantations, colored and white. They
were all brought to the same distressing conditions and the
same impoverishment by this sort of thing that we have
heard called “the act of God,” an act which some would
claim shows scant mercy.

Our present distress is a respecter of neither color, creed,
nor property, Mr. President. Three or four hundred men and
women assembled down there in that community gave ex-
pression, not to resentment but to the pangs of hunger in
making their assault upon the food stores of that com-
munity. Those men and women came from the country-
sides, not from the industrial centers of our Nation. They
came from the farms and the plantations. They are being
further and further impoverished. The very same condi-
tions are eating into the vitals of the more virgin territories
of our United States, where flood and drought and hurri-
canes have not wrought their disaster, reducing these coun-
try folks to a marginal basis, hundreds of thousands of them
just on the verge of passing from a land-owning citizenship
to a condition of tenantry.

Let that sort of thing go on and it will not take very long
before the three or four hundred people who gathered down
there in England, Ark.,, demanding food will be multiplied
by 10; but a short time longer before that number will be
multiplied by 100; and within a time of which we may
all have knowledge that same condition will be reflected
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in multiplication by a -thousand. When that time comes,
Mr. President, and the most stable of our citizenship are
brought to starvation, then there will be no policemen or
armies willing or able to defend the doors of this Capitol
against stalking hunger.

I speak advisedly; but that is not all the picture. Here
are these 5,000,000 industrial workers out of employment.
Some of them may regain their jobs, but none of them will
regain the jobs taken away from them by the machine.
What are you going to do with them? What is going to be
done by them? Why, they in turn must join the army of
the country folks. Mr. President, from my place in this
Chamber here this afternoon I warn that if the Senate of
the United States and the Congress of the United Stafes are
to give scant consideration to even this temporary emergency
that has brought distress to the workers and farmers alike
another group will sit in the halls of Congress and in the
Presidency, whose single purpose will be to give equality of
opportunity to every man, woman, and child, and drive
hunger and destitution and poverty out of our land.

That time will come, and in the not far-distant future,
Mr. President. It will come with the same speed, the same
acceleration, as is the tendency to-day for the accumulation
of the wealth of this Nation in the hands of a few.

Mr. President, this emergency, whether in the drought-
stricken area, or in the industrial area, with its unemploy-
ment, is but a single milestone. Any relief we may give here
to-day is only temporary relief, oh, so temporary that it will
be forgotten before Congress again reassembles in Decem-
ber. The conditions which have been described on the floor
of this Chamber can not be rectified by any program of relief
that has been suggested at this session. All of the appro-
priations for food, for fertilizer, for loans for seed, for wheat,
all of the proposals, can never rehabilitate the impoverish-
ment that has come up through the sixty-odd years to which
I have referred, and the impoverishment that has come
from the displacement of men in industry by the machine.

Mr. President, there is a bankrupt leadership in our coun-
try to-day. It isinsolvent. It is a leadership which, for the
alleviation of conditions so graphically described by others
on this floor, writes more upon the debit side than it does
upon the credit side. But that leadership, under the Con-
stitution, is of limited duration. The best we may be able
to do, little as it is and little as has been proposed, is to give
some decent measure of relief in the present emergency.

We can at least challenge the bankrupt leadership of this
administration. But that challenge forsooth is not made
by another leadership on the Democratic side of this Cham-
ber.

I can close with no soffer words than I have expressed,
that it is not to the credit of the United States, or to the
credit of the Congress, or of the Senate to join in a cruel,
wicked proposal of & bankrupt though willful leadership.

‘WOOD ALCOHOL

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, yesterday I offered a
telegram from the President of the New Orleans Association
of Commerce, which was printed in the Recorp. That tele-
gram read as follows:

NeEw O=rLEANS, La., February 8, 1931.
Hon. E. S. BROUSSARD,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.:

Louisiana’s great alcohol industry is seriously threatenad by
synthetic wood alcohol produced from waste Manufac-
turers of this polson are circulating report that Bureau of Mines
has given their product clean bill of health for antifreeze use, and
refer specifically to that bureau's information ecircular 6415.
Medical societies and other scientific bodies contend that wood
alcohol both natural and synthetic is a deadly poison whether
swallowed, inhaled, or absorbed. We urge your introducing ap-
propriate Senate resolution which will disclose agreement and
correspondence between Bureau of Mines and wood alcohol manu-
facturer. Reputable health societies and others support our posi-
tion, as you will see from last paragraph of editorial Official
Journal of American Medical Boclety of January 24, caption
“ Starting Misleading Methyl Chloride Publicity."

A. M. LocKETT,
President New Orleans Association of Commerce.

Mr. President, I have complied with the request made by
this constituent of mine, representing the largest commer-
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cial association in my State, and I wish now, before reading
my resolution, just briefly to lay before the Senate the situa-
tion which they present, and in their statement of which I
thoroughly concur.

There is one proposition at least upon which all of us
can agree; that is, that organized medicine, as represented
by the American Medical Association, is a stanch friend
of the American people, the watchdog of the people’s health.
In the expressions of its opinions on health matters it
minces no words and shows no fear of powerful commercial
influences or Government bureaucrats. Its latest warning
holds up to question one of our most active Government de-
partments, the Bureau of Mines, and expresses disapproval
of its methods of conducting investigations of commercial
products, especially when they are partly or wholly financed
by the makers of the very articles under scrutiny.

In a blasting editorial in the January 24 issue of the asso-
ciation’s official organ, the Journal of the American Medi-
cal Association, America’s health guardians attack the
Bureau of Mines for lending itself to subsidized commercial
investigations involving public health, and criticizes spe-
cifically a report of the bureau recently issued on methyl
chloride, a poisonous substance used in electric refrigerators.
The report on that commodity, prepared at the request and
expense of chemical manufacturers, drew sharp fire from
the association for the apparent commercialization of its
activities, and particularly for making public tentative find-
ings which have called forth dissenting opinions from emi-
nent scientists and physicians.

I will now read the editorial from the January 24 number
of the Journal of the American Medical Association to
which I have referred:

MISLEADING METHYL CHLORIDE PUBLICITY

In June, 1930, the committee on poisonous gases of the Ameri-
can Medical Association issued a report on Household Mechanical
Refrigeration, emphasizing particularly the hazard arising from
the use of methyl chloride in such devices. While methyl chloride
when released in the atmosphere is less poisonous at the moment
than either ammonia or sulphur dioxide, its action, unlike that
of these substances, may be far more serious over a longer period.
Its initial action is that of a narcotic akin to the chloroform
type of anmsthetic. Its gecondary action is probably due to de-
composition products, in which the primary harmful factor is
methyl alcohol or some decomposition substances of methyl
alcohol formed in the body, such as formaldehyde or formates.

At the time of its report the committee properly pointed out
that it disapproved of the use of warning agents added to such
substances as methyl chloride, because warning agents are not a
guaranty of protection to infants, locked-in children, the men-
tally disordered, hospital patients, persons under the influence of
alcohol, firemen, and refrigerator workers. The Journal stated
editorially that from the point of view of the committee it 1s
more commendable to work toward the attainment of a non-
hazardous refrigerant than toward the attainment of a usable
warning agent when this agent protects only a portion of the

ublic.
= Nevertheless, chemical manufacturers have apparently been able
to induce the Bureau of Mines to make studies of the properties
of methyl chloride and methyl chloride to which had been added
acrolein, an Irritating warning agent. One of these concerns, the
Roessler & Hasslacher Chemical Co., markets methyl chloride
under the trade name of “Artic " and “ Methyl Chloride A,” which
is pure Artic plus 1 per cent of acrolein.

In May there appeared a report “at the request of the Roessler
& Hasslacher Chemical Co.” on the possibility of methyl chloride
poisoning by ingestion with food and water. The report of the
Bureau of Mines was written in such a way that it might lend
itself to the production of advertising copy by writers seeking to
create favorable propaganda for commercial exploitation of methyl
chloride. The report of the Bureau of Mines emphasized that
methyl chloride exerts no deleterious effects on the contents of the
refrigerator and implies that it is therefore of no importance
whether or not methyl chloride escapes into the refrigerator. The
major point—the hazard of escaping methyl chloride to occupants
near the source of the leak—Is not stressed.

Following the reports of the Bureau of Mines, the Roessler &
Hasslacher Chemical Co. circularized a booklet entitled “Artic.”
From this booklet one gains the impression that “ Artic” is a rela-
tively harmless substance and the last word in efficlent and safe
refrigerants. In view of both the unwarranted inferences and
statements made in this booklet, the committee on toxic gases
issue. The Roessler & Hasslacher Chemical Co., which has high-

grade scientific men in its employ, has ignored reports that indi-
cated definitely the hazards associated with methyl chloride. The
favorable physiologic responses are overemphasized in the booklet
Artic, whereas the unfavorable responses are minimized. When
the attention of the Roessler & Hasslacher Chemical Co. was
brought to the uncritical wording in the booklet on Artic, the
reply by their service engineer and coauthor of the booklet was
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that “ you doctors are going a little out of your way to take a
‘rap’ at methyl chloride.” The language and the intent of this ex-
pression are not eloquent or particularly rhetorical. It is, how-
ever, another tribute to the fact that the American Medical Ascoci-
ation, through its committees, is willing to make fearless and un-
biased reports when the health of the public is subject to jeopardy
by undue e

It is unfortunate that a branch of the Government, the Bureau
of Mines, which has had such an enviable record in the past, has
recently seemed to be swayed to serve more the interests of certain
chemical manufacturers than to serve the interests of the public.
It is laudable that the Government should investigate general
hazards to the publie, but it is quite unfortunate that independent
action may be threatened by considerations arising from the fact
that research is carried on under * cooperative agreements.”

As these charges of the American Medical Association fol-
low a similar attempted “ whitewashing ” by the Bureau of
Mines of the more deadly wood alcohol, otherwise known as
methanol or methyl alcohol, to which my attention has been
particularly called by the medical authorities of my State
and civic bodies, including the New Orleans Association of
Commerce, I shall now set forth a letter written by Repre-
sentative Hupson, of Michigan, to Dr. Hugh S. Cumming,
Surgeon General, Bureau of the Public Health Service,
Treasury Department, and the latter’s reply:

May 27, 1930.
Dr. HucxH 8. COMMING,
Surgeon General Bureau of the Public Health Service,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Docror Cumming: I am inclosing herewith an editorial
from the Washington Post of May 25 headed * Poison alcohol,”
which emphasizes the menace to public health of the use of wood
alcohol and synthetic methanol. Please note especially the state-
ment that neither of these poisons is subject to Federal govern-
mental control such as applies to industrial alcohol manufactured
and sold under Treasury Department regulations. My attention
was recently directed to a press release by the Commissioner of
Prohibition in which he stated that synthetic methanol was com-
ing into the market in substantial quantities and offered for gen-
eral solvent purposes as well as for automobile radiator solutions;
that such synthetic methanol has all the characteristics, physiolog-
ical action, and effects of wood alcohol; and that such authorities
as Dr. Reid Hunt, of Harvard Medical School, takes the position
that the use of synthetic methanol will be followed by the same
disastrous effects to life and vision as have been reported in cases
of wood alcohol poisoning.

The courtesy will indeed be appreciated if you will let me hear
from you at your earliest convenience on this subject with par-
ticular reference to the toxic effects of synthetic methanol by
absorption through the skin or inhalation of fumes; apparently
there is no doubt as to the results which follow the taking of the
chemical into the stomach. My off-hand opinion is that in addi-
tion to the risks connected with the handling of synthetic
methanol such as would ordinarily obtain in plant operations and
around garages, filling stations, and the like vapors would be
thrown off from heated engines in closed cars which might cause
serious injury to the eyes, if nothing worse.

Very truly yours,
GraNT M. Hupsow, M. C.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
BUREAU OF THE PuBLIC HEALTH SERVICE,
Washington, June 3, 1930.
Hon. GranT M. HUDSON,
Uniied States House of Representatives,
Washington, D, C.

My DEAr Mr. Hunson: I beg leave to acknowledge the receipt of
your letter of May 27, 1830, inclosing an editorlal from the Wash-
ington Post, Poison Alcohol, and requesting & statement regard-
ing the toxic effects of synthetic methanol by absorption through
the skin or by inhalation of fumes.

I am inclosing a statement on this subject, prepared by Prof.
Carl Voegtlin, chief division of pharmacology, National Institute
of Health (Hyglienic Laboratory), of this service.

I am returning the clipping from the Washington Post in ac-
cordance with your request.

Very truly yours,
H., 8. CunMumING,
Surgeon General.
HyoIENIC LABORATORY,
Washington, D. C., May 29, 1930.
Memorandum in reply to a letter by the Hon. GraNT M. HUDSON,
Member of Congress, concerning synthetie methanol

It has been well established that synthetic methanol has the
same type of toxic action as ordinary wood alcohol. The earlier
claims that synthetic methanol is less toxic than wood alcohol
have been proven to be false. It is true, however, that certain
samples of crude wood alcohol may contain some allyl alcohol,
which is more toxic than methanol. Methanol is readily ab-
sorbed by the animal system when given by mouth. The poison
is also taken up through the lungs when animals or man are
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exposed to methanol vapor in air. Thus it has been shown by
experiments on rats and dogs that the total amount of methanol
absorbed through the respiratory tract varied from 0.32 to 0.55
gram per kilogram of body weight, Methanol is slightly more
volatile than ethyl amlcohol and grain alcohol, and there are
several records in the medical literature reporting methanol
poisoning in painters using paints containing methanol. The
danger of poisoning would be especially great when the painters
work in poorly ventilated or closed rooms.

There are also records in the scientific literature Indicating
that the repeated administration of methanol or methanol-con-
taining preparations to the human skin may cause methanol
poisoning and blindness.

To sum up, it would seem that the indiscriminate substitution
of synthetic methanol for ethyl alcohol in the manufacture of
paints, varnishes, antifreeze solutions, cosmetics, etc., would in-
volve a serious hazard to the health of people. Certain States in
the Union have enacted laws prohibiting the use of methanol in
all preparations intended for internal administration.

Respectfully submitted.

CarL VOEGTLIN,
Professor of Pharmacology.

This was not the first time that the Hygienic Laboratory—
now known as the National Institute of Health under a law
sponsored by my colleague [Mr. RanspELL]—took a positive
stand on this subject. Under date of May 16, 1930, Dr.
A. M. Stimson, Assistant Surgeon General, Scientific Re-
search Division, Bureau of the Public Health Service, Treas-
ury Department, wrote the following letter to Thompson
Specialties (Inc.), of Springfield, Mass., and inclosed a
memorandum by Dr. Floyd DeEds, pharmacologist of the
Hygienic Laboratory, which is most impressive as it con-
tains references to scientific data supporting the position
that wood alcohol—methanol—is a dangerous poison
whether taken by mouth, breathed in as a vapor, or ab-

sorbed through the skin:
TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
BUREAU OF THE PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE,

Washington, May 16, 1930.
THOMPSON SPECIALTIES (INC.),
Springfield, Mass.

GENTLEMEN: In response to your telegraphic request for infor-
mation regarding the use of methanol as an antifreeze, etc., you
are advised that there is inclosed a memorandum on the subject
fompmd by Pharmacologist Floyd DeEds, of our Hyglenic Labora-

rgy direction of the Surgeon General,

Respectfully,
A. M. STiMsoN,

Assistant Surgeon General, Scientific Research Division.
The memorandum referred to by Doctor Stimson reads as

follows:
HyGIENIC LABORATORY,
Washington, D. C., May 15, 1930.
Memorandum concerning the toxicity of methanol used as anti-
freeze in radlators, to be used in reply to telegram of Thompson

Specialties (Inc.), Springfield, Mass., dated May 14

The toxic effects of methanol are dependent upon the total
amount taken and upon individual susceptibility, It makes little
or no difference whether the toxic dose is taken by mouth or
breathed in as a vapor through the lungs.

Loewig and Heide have shown experimentally on rats and dogs
that the total amount of methanol absorbed through the respira-
tory tract varled from 0.32 to 0.556 gram per kilogram of body
weight. Transfer of such results to human beings means that if
a person of 150 pounds’ body weight inhales air containing 0.2 per
cent methanol for eight hours he will absorb about 25 grams of if,
a toxic dose for many individuals. Campbell has reported blind-
ness from rubbing the chest with methanol twice daily for two
weeks; Zeigler from exposure to fumes one hour daily for a month;
Woods from rubbing the legs one hour dally for one month;
Buller and Wood report 11 cases of poisoning by inhalation.

Up to the present time no cases of poisoning by inhalation of
methanol fumes from antifreeze mixtures have been reported, but
the above evidence indicates that such antifreeze mixtures are a
potential source of danger. The possibility of rubbing methanol
in the eyes during the handling of antifreeze mixtures containing
methanol constitutes a menace because of the local irritation,
hyperemia, and consequent increase in local absorption.

Respectiully submitted.
y Froyp DeEbs, Pharmacologist.

References: Pohl: Arch. f. exp. Path. u. Pharmakol, 1883, xxxi,
381, Loewig and Heide: Biochem. Zeltschr., 1014, 1xv, 230. Eisen-
berg: Am. J. Public Health, 1917, vii, 7656. Tyson and Schoenberg:
J. A. M. A, 1914, 1xiil, 915. Campbell: Jour. Ophth. and Oto-
Laryng. September, 1915. Zeigler, Arch. -phth. 1914, p. b16;
J. A, M. A 1021, Ixxvil, 1160. Wood and Buller: J. A. M. A. 1904,
xlifi, 1117, 1230. Hunt, Reld: Indust. and Eng. Chem. 1925, xvii,
427, 763; Bull, Johns Hopk. Hosp. 1902, xiil, 213. Robinson:
J. A. M. A 1018, Ixx, 148. Tyson: Arch. Ophth. N. Y., 1915, xliy,
275. Hawes: Boston Med. and Surg. Jour., 1905, p. 525.
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Mr. President, I have a copy of a telegram sent by Dr.
Carey P. McCord, head of the Industrial Health Conserv-
ancy Laboratories, 3¢ West Seventh Street, Cincinnati. He
was asked by the health officer of the State of Washington
his opinion as to the toxicity of methyl aleohol. This morn-
ing I telegraphed Doctor McCord and asked if I might use
the telegram which he had sent to the health officer of the
State of Washington. I received the following reply:

CimncNATI, OEI10, February 10, 1931.
Senator E. S. BROUSSARD:

Having sent telegram to Doctor Stuht I regard opinions ex-
pressed therein as now published and therefore do not object to
your use of material if used in entirety, provided use is for
public good in ultimately eliminating or lessening poisoning from
methyl alcohol. Have in hand and in process much more experi-
mental material substantiating opinions expressed in Stuht tele-
gram. This additional material will shortly be published in scien-
tific journals. As private scientific investigator in field industrial
toxicology am led to inquire why Bureau of Mines should be en-
gaged In toxicologic studies such as methyl alcohol, which appa-
rently has no connection with mines and mining.

Carey P. McCorbp.

Having his permission I now ask unanimous consent to
insert in the Recorp the entire telegram of Doctor McCord
to which I have just referred.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The telegram is as follows:

[Telegram]
. FEBRUARY 4, 1931.
To Dr. A. E. STUHT,
Director of Healih, State of Washington,
Care of Olympian Hotel, Olympia, Wash.:
Replying to your telegram regarding toxicity of methyl alcohol,
advise this organization has carried out extensive experimental
work, using monkeys, rabbits, white rats, Testing with both nat-
ural and synthetic methanois for toxicity by inhalation, skin
absorption, and by mouth. By inhalation of dilution, methanol
vapors one-tenth of 1 per cent killed some but not all animals
within 40 hours of intermittent exposure, with detection at death
of methanol or formaldehyde in nine organs, including brain,
liver, kidney, and blood on chemical analyses. One and one-third
ounces of methanol on evaporation will provide concentration of
one-tenth of 1 per cent of vapors in room 9 by 9 by 9 feet and
thus provide potential harm to human beings if this concentra-
tion is sustained, and assuming that human susceptibility be not
less than for monkeys. Higher concentrations than one-tenth of
1 per cent regularly produce harm with death after four or five
exposure periods of seven hours each in concentration ranges
20,000 to 40,000 vapor parts per 1,000,000 of air., Repeated applica-
tion of 3 mils methanol to abdomen of monkey under conditions
preventing concurrent inhalation leads to clinical sickness on
fifth day; hepatitis and jaundice shortly, followed by optic
atrophy demonstrated after death. Application of 40 mils metha-
nol to abdomen of monkey in four doses caused death after 18
hours with characteristic autopsy findings. No marked differ-
ences in action of natural and synthetic methanol. Dilution of
synthetic methanol to concentration recommended for antifreeze
use promptly produces death of monkey by skin absorption,
applying 10 mils. Have record of not less than 15 human fatali-
ties within past three months from Jeverage use of methanols
obtained from commercial sources such as filling stations. My
opinion is that methanol, either natural or synthetic, is even more
toxic than heretofore known; that intoxication by inhalation and
skin absorption is well established in animals most similar to
man; and that public should be protected by education and
intelligent practical restrictions.

Carey P, McCogD.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, all of this has been
said because of the fact that as far back as 1906 the differ-
ent trades and industries in the country, realizing the neces-
sity for a solvent in the manufacture of paints and in the
making of almost everything that is manufactured, sug-
gested that ethyl alcohol be made so that it could not be used
as a beverage, thus saving internal revenue tax and thereby
make it as cheap as possible, It was because of the necessity
for this great solvent that in 1906 the Congress removed
the tax altogether on industrial alcohol. To-day that indus-
try is under the supervision of the Government.

On the other hand, synthetic wood alcohol, methanol—that
which is derived from gases And that which is made other-
wise—is manufactured under no supervision at all; but it is
a deadly poison. Anybody who has enough interest in
seeing that the people of the country are protected against
such a serious threat, not apparent to the user, will readily
be convinced that there is great necessity for some restric-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

4451

tion. For instance, synthetic wood alcohol—methanol—is
served in garages and in the different industries which use
solvents under as many as 20 different names, all sorts of
names that disguise the real name or the article. The
painters of the country are now being subjected to its dan-
gers—not only the painters, but people who frequent places
that are being painted or who work in places where such
deadly solvents are used. They are constantly in danger of
losing their eyesight or absorbing enough poison to kill them.
As an evidence of that fact, I wish to read resolutions unan-
imously adopted at the Forty-third Annual Convention of
the National Paint, Oil, and Varnish Association, Toronto,
Canada, October 18, 1930.

Whereas in its report for the fiscal year just ending the alcohol
committee has directed attention to the fact that the greatly
increased production of methanol (wood alcohol) by synthetic
processes may bring about conditions in our industry which
will seriously affect the health and lives of workmen engaged in

the solvent, antifreeze, and other fields of commercial activity;
and

Whereas the alcohol committee recommends that this assocla-
tion closely follow developments regarding the toxicity of metha-
nol (wood alcohol), with due regard to the fact that one of the
principal reasons prompting Congress to enact the original tax-
free denatured alcohol law of June 7, 1806, was to provide the
arts and industries with efficient denatured ethyl alcohol for-
mul® which would relieve factory workmen and others concerned
from dangers to health incidental to the use of wood alcohol:
Therefore be it

Resolved, That the alcohol committee be, and it hereby is, au-
thorized, empowered, and directed to continue its investigations
relative to the toxicity of methanol (wood alcohol)—natural and
synthetic—in connection with commercial uses of interest to the
members of this association, with particular reference to dangers
from inhalation or skin absorption, and to report its further
recommendations at such time as may be proper in the cir-
cumstances.,

Mr. President, the complaint against the Bureau of Mines
is that after a conference between the Bureau of Public
Health and the Department of Commerce, in which the
Bureau of Mines pariicipated, and at which it was agreed
that the Public Health Service should make an investigation
and report upon the toxicity of methyl alcohol, the Bureau
of Mines, so it is represented to me and so it is alleged by
those who know the facts, received money from a certain
industry in this country, conducted experiments and antici-
pated the Public Health Service in making a report which
is being used to deceive the public as to the real menace in
the use of this article.

I have a resolution pending calling upon the Bureau of
Mines to submit to the Senate such agreements as that
bureau had, the names of the parties who furnished the
funds with which the experiment was conducted, and the
officials who lent their names in order to permit this propa-
ganda to be carried out in the country. That is the resolu-
tion which I am now asking the Senate to adopt, and I ask
unanimous consent for its present consideration.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have been informed that
there is objection to the resolution, and I would not want to
agree to have it considered now. Will not the Senator allow
it to go over until I see the Senator who spoke to me
about it?

Mr. BROUSSARD. I offered the resolution yesterday and
gave notice that I was going fo ask for its consideration
to-day.

Mr. SMOOT. I know the Senator did.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Does the Senator know of any objec-
tion to it?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I do; and that is the reason, I say, if
the Senator will allow me, that it ought to go over now.
I will then see the Senator who spoke to me about it. Then
if he wants to come in and object to the resolution he can
do so, anfl if he does not so desire the Senator can proceed
with his resolution.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I can not have the resolution con-
sidered except by unanimous consent. The purpose of the
resolution is, as anyone will see who will read it, merely to
ascertain why the Bureau of Mines, after it had an agree-
ment with the Public Health Service whereby that service
was to make the investigation, accepted funds from a par-
ticular industry and issued a circular, which has been broad-
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casted throughout the United States, in which the people
are made to believe that there is no danger at all from the
use of methyl alcohol, whereas it is a known fact that it is
most dangerous for an individual to handle. For instance,
when it is used in an automobile as an antifreeze and a man
working in a garage puts water in the heated radiator of
the automobile, practically every scientist claims he is bound
to be affected. I am merely asking that the Bureau of Mines
submit to us the contract they had for making this investi-
gation and with whom they made it.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the resolution go over until
to-morrow. The Senator can bring it up then.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED

A message from the President of the United States mak-
ing sundry post-office nominations was referred to the Com-
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
14675) making appropriations for the Department of the
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for
other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to
the conference report.

SHORTER WORK WEEK FOR POSTAL EMPLOYEES

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma obtained the floor.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will the Senator yield to
me for a moment?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I ask the attention of the
Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary], the Senator from Wis-
consin [Mr. La ForLETTE], and other Senators. There is a
unanimous-consent agreement in force which provides for
the taking up of the bill (H. R. 6603) to provide a shorter
tvork week for postal employees, and for other purposes, at
7.30 o'clock to-night, and for a limitation on debate of five
minutes, to go into effect at 8 o’clock. There are a number
of Senators who are supporting the bill who would like to be
present when a vote on the bill is had.

My investigations have led me to the conclusion that there
is practically no opposition to the passage of the measure,
but I am wondering whether the Senator from Wisconsin
would be willing to move forward that part of the arrange-
ment now in force so that we may proceed to-morrow at 12
o’clock to the consideration of that bill, permitting the same
limitation on debate to stand. It is my thought that it will
probably not require more than a few minutes to dispose of
the bill when it shall have been reached, but perhaps a
dozen Senators have asked me to see if such an arrangement
as I propose could be effectuated.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Mr, President, I would have no
objection to the suggestion made by the Senator from
Arkansas providing it is satisfactory to the Senator from
Utah.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want some limit placed in
the unanimous consent upon the time which may be occupied.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have suggested a limit.
The limit is that the Senate proceed at 12 o’clock to-morrow
to the consideration of the bill, and that after 12.30 o’clock
no Senator shall speak more than once or longer than five
minutes on the bill or any amendment thereto, which would
assure, I believe, its disposition in a few minutes.

Mr. SMOOT, Why not, then, say that a vote shall be
taken not later than a certain hour?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. For the simple reason that
the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] will not consent
to that. I would be glad to have that done, and so would
the Senator from Wisconsin.

Mr. JONES. Mr, President——

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I will yield to the Senator
from Washington in a moment. I wish to say that a num-
ber of Senators who are interested in the bill ‘can not be
present to-night, and it is in their interest that I am making
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this request. The unanimous-consent agreement was first
expected, as the Senator from Oregon will bear witness. to
have relation only to the consideration of unobjected bills
on the calendar, but some Senators who are especially inter-
ested in the measure to which I have referred would like to
be recorded on it, and they will be unable to be present
to-night,

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I feel, under the suggestion
of the Senator from Arkansas, that there will be very little
delay to-morrow. I am satisfied that under the 5-minute
rule it will probably not take more than 15 or 20 minutes to
dispose of the bill.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I do not believe there will
be any prolonged discussion whatever. I think the bill could
be voted on within a very few minutes.

Mr. SMOOT. We should have an understanding then
that the Senate will take a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow.
I suppose there will be no objection to that.

Mr. BORAH. To a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, a very important meeting of
the Committee on Foreign Relations is to be held in the
morning. We have called witnesses here from a distance on
two important matters.

Mr., ROBINSON of Arkansas. I do not believe it will
require 30 minutes to dispose of this bill if we make it a
special order.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, when I proposed the unani-
mous-consent agreement a few days ago I had in mind
exclusively the consideration of bills on the calendar. I
think inasmuch as that was agreed to, and the affairs of
most Senators have been adjusted to that situation, that we
should go forward with the debate to-night. When that is
exhausted, I think we can set a time, say, 12 o'clock to-
morrow, for a vote on the bill referred to by the Senator
from Arkansas. I think that would carry out the spirit of
the agreement.

%&- ROBINSON of Arkansas. That is just what we can
not do.

Mr. McNARY. I think we can do it; we can make the
effort, at least. The Senator from Washington [Mr. JonEs],
as I understand, does not want any particular time set
which would foreclose debate. I do not want to foreclose
debate, but to proceed with the debate to-night, and when
it is exhausted in the natural way, to vote at 12 o’clock
to-morrow, is reasonable, and will surely satisfy the Senator
from Washington.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. May I ask the Senator
from Washington if he approves the proposal I have made?

Mr. JONES. As I understand the proposal of the Senator,
it is that debate be exhausted to-night and that we reach a
vote at 12 o’'clock to-mogrow. That is entirely satisfactory
to me.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I thought the Senator from
Washington first stated he would not agree to that. I have
no objection to that arrangement.

Mr. JONES. When debate shall have been exhausted, I
will be ready to vote, and the vote may be taken at 12
o'clock to-morrow, so far as I am concerned.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Arkansas
please again state his request?

Mr. SMOOT. 1 should like to have it understood that
the Senate will take a recess until 11 o'clock to-morrow if
an agreement is made to vote on the bill at 12.

Mr. BORAH. I have stated, Mr. President, that a meet-
ing of the Committee on Foreign Relations is to be held to-
morrow morning, and I should not like to see an earlier hour
set for the meeting of the Senate.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I will sub-
mit the request as modified at the suggestion of the Senator
from Oregon. I ask unanimous consent that when debate
shall have been exhausted on House bill 6603 this evening
a final vote on all amendments and on the passage of the
bill shall be postponed until 12 o'clock to-morrow.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, does that reguest contem-
plate that debate must be exhausted this evening?
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The unanimous-consent
agreement does contemplate the exhaustion of debate to-
night.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. May I say to the Senator from Ken-
tucky that my information confirms the opinion expressed
by the Senator from Arkansas that there will not be very
protracted debate.

Mr. BARKLEY. Did we not enter into an agreement the
other day as to a limitation of debate?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is to be limited only in so far
as the length of speeches of Senators is concerned; there is
no time fixed for a final vote.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin.

Mr. BLAINE. I can not consent to a vote at 12 o’clock.
The special committee of which I am chairman has had a
great deal of difficulty in arranging about taking the testi-
mony of a certain witness. We have arranged for a meeting
to-morrow morning, beginning at 10.30, and I am quite con-
vinced that it will be impossible to conclude that hearing by
12 o’clock. There may be some Senators who are not inter-
ested in the general business of the Senate, but I think those
of us who attend here daily and hourly and are attempting
to carry on the work assigned to us by the Senate are en-
titled to be given as much consideration as those Members
of the Senate who are indifferent. I am not criticizing those
Senators; I am simply stating that those who are diligent
and whose time is taken up with matters directed by the
Senate ought to receive some consideration. I have no ob-
jection to a vote being taken at 1 o'clock.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Well, I will modify the re-
quest as follows: That when the debate on House bill 6603
shall have been exhausted in accordance with the existing
unanimous-consent agreement a final vote on the bill and all
amendments thereto shall be postponed until 1 o’clock to-
morrow. Is there objection? [Laughter.]

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the rule there will first
have to be a roll call. The Secretary will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Ashurst Fess King Bchall
Barkley Fletcher La Follette Sheppard
Bingham Frazier McGill Shipstead
Black George McEellar Shortridge
Blaine Gillett McMaster Bmith
Blease Glass McNary Smoot
Borah Glenn Metcalf Btelwer
Bratton Goff Morrison Stephens
Brock Goldsborough Morrow n
Brookhart Gould Moses Thomas, Idaho
Broussard Hale Norbeck Thomas, Okla,
Bulkley Harris Norris Townsend
Capper Harrison Nye Trammell
Caraway Hatfleld Oddie Tydings
Carey Hawes Partridge Vandenberg
Connally Hayden Patterson Wagner
Copeland Hebert Phipps Walcott
Couzens Heflin Pine ‘Walsh, Mass.
Cutting Howell Pittman ‘Walsh, Mont.
Dale Johnson Ransdell Waterman
Davis Jones Reed Watson
Deneen Eean Robinson, Ark ‘Wheeler

Din Eendrick Robinson, Ind Williamson

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety-two Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present. Is there ob-
jection to the request made by the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, may it be read? The re-
quest has not been read since we had a gquorum call.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been stated several times,
but it will be stated again.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

That when debate has been exhausted this evening on House
bill 6603, to provide a shorter work week for postal employees,
and for other , & final vote on the passage of the bill
and all amendments thereto be postponed until 1 o'clock p. m.
to-morrow.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. COUZENS. I shall object to that unless I know the
reason for it.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr, President, that was
very thoroughly discussed before the Senator came in.

Mr. COUZENS. It was discussed before we had a quorum
call.
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes.

A number of Senators have requested me to make some
arrangement in the nature of that which is proposed in
the unanimous-consent agreement because some time ago
they had made engagements which will require them to be
elsewhere than at the Senate this evening. At the request
of perhaps 8 or 10 Senators I made the suggestion; and
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La ForLierTe] has agreed
to it after somewhat full discussion.

Mr. COUZENS. Would that interfere in any way with
going through with the calendar?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Not at all. It will in all
probability facilitate and speed up the consideration of the
calendar.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the pro-
posed unanimous-consent agreement? The Chair hears
none, and it is so ordered.

JUDGE D. LAWRENCE GRONER

Mr. GLASS, Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent,
as in executive session, to confirm the nomination of D.
Lawrence Groner as associate justice of the Court of Ap-
peals of the District of Columbia, unanimously reported
from the Committee on the Judiciary.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none. Without objection, the nomination is con-
firmed. The Senate resumes legislative business.

WOOD ALCOHOL

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, I request that the reso-
lution which I discussed a while ago, Senate Resolution 437,
may be printed for the information of the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

Mr, BROUSSARD. I should like to make a parliamentary
inquiry. Under the unanimous-consent agreement that has
been entered into there will be no consideration of the
calendar this afternoon, will there?

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. Oh, yes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unobjected bills on the calen-
dar will be considered to-night.

INVESTIGATIONS BY TARIFF COMMISSION

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senate
to rescind a resolution I presented calling for certain tariff
investigations. I ask unanimous consent that it may be
read and put on its immediate passage.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for
the information of the Senate.

The resolution (S. Res. 439) was read, as follows:

Whereas the United States Tariff Commission was directed by
S. Res. 813 and S. Res. 324, under the authority conferred by
section 336 of the tariff act of 1930, and for the purposes of
that section, to investigate the differences In the costs of pro-
duction of reptile-skin leather for shoe purposes, and of confec-
tionery and chocolates, and of any like or similar foreign articles:
Therefore be it

Resolved, That such direction as to reptile-skin leather for shoe
purposes, confectionery, and chocolates, be hereby rescinded.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr, President, may I ask the Sena-
tor why this action is proposed to be taken? What is the
reason for abandoning the investigation?

Mr. COPELAND., The parties in interest who urged me
in the first place to present the resolution have decided that
they are satisfied to leave the matter as it is.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Are all of the parties in agreement?

Mr. COPELAND. They are all in agreement. I desire to
say that this resolution does not touch chocolate in 10-pound
lots, which is the subject of a resolution presented by the
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. GrLrLETT]; but, as
regards all other matters, the parties in interest are in
agreement. .

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Do I understand the Senator to say
that the parties desiring the chocolate investigation also
concur in this action?

Mr. COPELAND. No. The resolution that I have put in
relates wholly to confectionery. The Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. GruLeTrT] introduced a resolution asking for
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an investigation of bars of chocolate. My resolution rescind-
ing our action does not apply to the matter he presented.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the resolution? }

There being no objection, the resolution was considered
and agreed fo.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I offer a resolution direct-
ing the Tariff Commission to investigate the difference in
the cost of production of domestic cotton velvets and vel-
veteens and any like or similar foreign articles. I am per-
suaded that the tariff on those two articles is excessively
high.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read.

The resolution (S. Res. 440) was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the United States Tariff Commission is directed,
under the authority conferred by section 336 of the tariff act of
1930, and for the purposes of that section, to investigate the dif-
ferences in the costs of production of domestic cotton velvets
:{1]'11;:1J velveteens and of any like or similar foreign articles (par.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution?

There being no objection, the resolution was considered
and agreed to.

GEORGE WASHINGTON BICENTENNIAL COIN

Mr. FESS. Mr, President, there has been a desire to
issue a coin in honor of the bicentennial next year of
George Washington. There is an objection on the part of
the Treasury Department to issuing any special coin; but
the Treasury recommends that a quarter dollar be issued
displacing the quarter dollar that is now in circulation,
stating that that particular coin is very difficult to engrave.

The new quarter dollar could be issued in 1932 as a part
of the Government's participation in the two hundredth
anniversary celebration. Coins of the proposed new de-
sign would replace the current quarter dollar, and would
be placed in general circulation throughout the country at
their face value, and not as a special coin.

The Treasury Department also says that the design of
the current quarter dollar has been the subject of consid-
erable criticism. It wears very badly, and is a difficult coin
to manufacture. The design is too elaborate for the small
surface, and it is almost impossible to bring the details into
proper relief. It has been suggested that a new quarter be
issued with the portrait of Washington on one side, and on
the reverse side a beautiful design. I have introduced a
bill granting that authority, and the committee has unani-
mously reported it favorably. I now make the report, and
ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, from what committee does
the report come?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the report
for the information of the Senate.

The CHiEr CLERK. From the Committee on the Library,
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Fess] reports back favorably
without amendment Senate bill 6103, to authorize a change
in the design of the quarter dollar to commemorate the two
hundredth anniversary of the birth of George Washington.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, the Committee on the Li-
brary has nothing to do with matters of that kind. The
bill ought to have gone to the Committee on Banking and
Currency.

Mr. FESS. We talked about that; but it is not a matter
of currency, and it is not a matter of banking.

Mr. GLASS. The proposal is to issue currency, as I
understand.

Mr. FESS. It is a matter of a memorial, which is prop-
erly in the hands of the Committee on the Library.

Mr. SMOOT. The coin will enter into business circula-
tion as currency, will it not, just the same as any other
coin?

Mr. GLASS. I venture to say that the Senator from
Ohio can not recall a single instance when a bill -of that
sort has not gone to the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency.

Mr. FESS, I talked with the parliamentarian about it.
The only basis for sending the bill to the Committee on the
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I.;ibi;nary was that this coin is being issued as a memorial
co

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. It is to take the place of
the quarter-dollar design now in circulation?

Mr, FESS. It is.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. It will not increase the
number in circulation?

Mr. FESS. No.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That is the principal objec-
tion to the bill, Mr. President. The objection that I find to
the quarter dollars now in ecirculation is that they are not
sufficiently numerous. [Laughter.]

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I ask to have printed in the
R:Lcjomg a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury on this
subject.

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY,
Washington, February 7, 1931,

My Dear SewaTOR: Referring to your conversation concerning
the matter commemorating the two hundredth anniversary of
:l:: lggltol;i nofg dG;O};gerWaahmgtoln by ﬁm lsslt:ie of special coins‘.mi

of proposed legislation which has the a
of the Treasury Depm?tment. e

In the attached bill it is proposed to commemorate the two
hundredth anniversary of the birth of George Washington by
changing the design of the current quarter dollar so that the
portrait of George Washington shall appear on the obverse with
appropriate designs for the reverse. The new quarter dollar could
be issued in 1932 as a part of the Government's participation in
the two hundredth anniversary celebration. Coins of the proposed
new design would replace the current quarter dollar and would be
placed in general circulation throughout the country at face value
and not as a speclal coin to be sold at a premium. As the new
coins would replace the present type of quarter dollar, the issue
of the same would not be contrary to the objections set forth by
the President in his veto message in connection with the issue of
special commemorative coins.

In view of the provisions of section 3510 of the Revised Statutes
(sec. 276, title 31, U. 8. C.) prohibiting the making of any change
in the design or die of a coin oftener than once in 25 years
without authority of Congress, and since the design of the current
quarter dollar was adopted in 1916, this legislation will be required
and will be sufficient to enable the Treasury to make the change.
No appropriation will be necessary beyond that already provided
for the mint service.

The design of the current quarter dollar has been the subject of
considerable criticism, It wears very badly and is a difficult coin
to manufacture; the design is too elaborate for the small surface,
and it is almost impossible to bring the details into proper relief.

A similar letter has also been addressed to Congressman Broom,
who also discussed the matter with the Treasury Department.

Very truly yours,
Sooretary w':ﬁmmmun'
ecretary o,
Hon, SmMeoN D. Fess, .0 A
United States Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con-
sider the bill, which was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That notwithstanding the provisions and
limitations of section 3510 of the Revised Statutes, as amended.
the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed, for the
purpose of commemorating the two hundredth anniversary of the
birth of George Washington, to change the design of the 25-cent
plece so that the portrait of George Washington shall appear on
the obverse, with appropriate devices on the reverse, of said piece.
The new coins shall be issued for general circulation beginning in
1932, the year of the sald bicentennial anniversary,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16297) to amend the
act entitled “An act to provide for the construction of cer-
tain public buildings, and for other purposes,” approved
May 25, 1926 (44 Stat. 630), and acts amendatory thereof,
and requesting a conference with the Senate on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. SWANSON. I move that the Senate insist on its
amendments and agree to the conference asked by the
House, and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the
part of the Senate.
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The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President ap-
pointed Mr. Swaxson, Mr. Fess, Mr. McMasTEr, Mr. GOULD,
and Mr. Asaurst conferees on the part of the Senate.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 14675) making appropriations for the Department of
the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and
for other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption
of the conference report.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, it is now 4.45
o'clock. We have before us a most important proposition,
the conference committee report on the Interior Depart-
ment appropriation bill. In this report millions of our
fellow citizens are vitally interested. During the affernoon
for hours less than 10 per cent of the membership of this
body was upon the floor. At times the attendance here was
as low as three. I wonder why?

The papers this morning carried the information that
some sort of an army was to march upon the Capitol this
day. We were told a few moments ago by the junior Sena-
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. Bramne] that at this time guards
are stationed at every entrance to this building, that guards
are around through the Capitol Grounds, and I am just
wondering whether some of the absentees on this day were
unable to gain entrance to this body. Perhaps their shat-
tered nerves would not permit them to get here.

Mr. President, some time ago we heard a very impassioned
speech in this Chamber to the effect that we were to stay
here and see that the people of this Nation were fed. Not
so long ago a conference was held not far from this building,
and in that conference it was agreed that we should see
to it that steps would be taken so that people who were in
need could get some relief. Here we are, at nearly 5 o’clock
on this day, proposing to adopt a conference report which
gives no one in need a single meal. There is not a mouthful
of food provided for in this conference report.

At this time I want to read a letter; and I have several of
them. I select this one at random. It is written by a
farmer, written on the cheapest of paper, written with a
pencil. He says: e

from a e (Okla. aper
mmaogggt;mclll&%mg t:okeb!l worked out. In a (pemoxlalp tglek
to the farm agent he said that a farmer making application for a
loan would be offered all the discouragement possible. If I could
draw you a picture it would be Co trying to hand the farmer
something, with some one between saying to the farmer, “ Try and
gei 1thmkt' a majority of Congress are trying to do a good work.
But they are not working hard enough. A man ought to put up
a terrible battle for $10,000 per year.

Mr. President, that comes from one of the citizens of
this Republic, a man who is in need. That is his estimate
of the kind of fight being made here for the millions of our
fellow citizens who are hungry, in distress, and on the verge
of starvation.

I next call the attention of the Senate to a telegram just
received from the president of one of the banks of one of the
important cities of the country. I read:

ArpmoRE, OKLA., February 9, 1931,

Hon. ELMER THOMAS,
United States Senate, Washingion, D, C.:

Thousands of farmers of this State have feed and seed, but not
one cent for food. No credit at store or bank account. Mortgages
for more than value of crop and chattels. Large per cent of land
owned by nonresidents; impossible to get walver from landowner
in time to plant crop. This waiver should be eliminated. Land-
owner hard up as tenant. Cut out red tape and put application
mortgage and bank walver on one sheet. Red Cross doing well
with desperately needy. Pay soldiers 50 per cent of bonus. Pro
rate foreign imports of oil to jibe with home proration. This Na-
tion will snap out of depression in 30 days with this help.

M. GORMAN,
President American Bank & Trust Co.

I now call the attention of the Senate to another telegram
just received from a responsible citizen of one of the sov-
ereign States of this Nation. I read:

Sixty per cent farm lands Le Flore County held by forelgn owners
representative of loan foreclosures, who will nof sign landlords'
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walver on farm loans. Red Cross feeding approximately 2,000
farmers now. At least 1,000 farmers in Le Flore County will be
unable to make crop this year unless this landlords’ waiver provi-
slon abrogated. Will you communicate Oklahoma's Representative
and see Secretary and advise by wire. Everything tied up and you
know landlord Oklahoma only has lien for his share of crops.

GROVER FLANAGAN,
Mr, President, I submit this inquiry to anyone who will

‘attempt to answer it: If this conference report shall be

agreed to and $20,000,000 additional appropriated, will this
landlord waiver proposition be abrogated? This afternoon
the Department of Agriculture served notice that it will not
be waived. In one county there are a thousand farmers
without security, unable to secure any benefits from this
proposed legislation.

Mr. President, I desire to call attention to what will be
the law if this report is approved. If this $20,000,000 appro~
priation is approved, here are the possible ways in which the
money may be expended, and these are the only ways in
which it can be expended. First:

(1) To make advances or loans to individuals in the drought
and/or storm or hail stricken areas of the United States for the
ag{;?uo:e of assisting in forming local agricultural-credit corpora-

That is No. 1. This money can be used to assist in the
formation of some kind of a credit corporation. Will these
distressed farmers profit through that organization?

Second, *livestock loan companies.” Will these farmers
profit through that sort of an organization?—
or like organizations, or of increasing the capital stock of such
corporations, companies, or organizations qualified to do business
with Federal intermediate-credit banks, or to which such privileges
may be extended, and/or of making loans to individuals upon the
security of the capital stock of such corporations.

That is No. 1. If this $20,000,000 is made available, com-
panies can get it, corporations can get it, or men who have
stock in such credit organizations and in such companies can
hypothecate their stock and raise money.

Mr. President, that class of our citizens have no trouble
now in securing funds. They are not in distress. Yet the
first purpose of this bill is to furnish companies and cor-
porations and the stockholders in those companies and cor-
porations some assistance. I contend that they do not
need it.

(2) To make advances or loans to farmers for crop production
for the crop of 1931 and for further agricultural rehabilitation in
the drought and/or storm stricken or hail stricken areas of the
United States. The advances and loans made pursuant to this act
and amendment thereto shall be secured by liens on crops or by
other security, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary
of Agriculture may prescribe.

Mr. President, the first provision is that this money could
go to companies and corporations and the stockholders of
such companies and corporations. The second is that it
can go to such farmers as have collateral and have se-
curity, What about the farmer who has no land, who has
no collateral, who has no security? Where can he get a
single dollar of this money?

I will ask the question again. If this report shall be
adopted, where can the poor fellow without land, without
stock in some corporation, without collateral, without se-
curity, get a single meal under the terms of the legislation?

If I have made a correct analysis, where are those of my
colleagues who a few days ago insisted that we stay here
all winter, stay here all spring, and stay here all summer,
if need be, to guarantee that the people who need food shall
have a chance to get some food?

Mr. President, there is a very serious disagreement be-
tween this body and the other body of the Congress. The
two Houses are not agreed as to what this report means.
‘We have heard upon this fioor in the last day or two what
it means. But the explanations given in this body do not
correspond with the explanations given in the other House
of Congress.,

If this report is approved, if the money is made available,
which of the two interpretations will prevail, which of the
two interpretations will be followed by the administrative
officers of the Government? The position of the House upon
the item is clear. The position and understanding of the
House are contained in the Recorb of last Saturday’s proceed~
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ings. But the House interpretation is not the interpretation
given by the Senators on this floor who are championing
this legislation.

I call attention to the understanding in the other branch
of the Congress. On Saturday the conference report was
presented to the House of Representatives. I have the
Recorp before me. My conclusion is justified from the
Recorp. I shall read from the REcorb.

On Saturday, February 7, when the conference committee
report was introduced in the House, Mr. Woop, the chair-
man of the Committee on Appropriations, undertook to ex-
plain just what this provision meant, and I call the attention
of the Senate to his explanation. I read as follows, quoting
Mr. Woobn:

. It is my understanding and the understanding of those who
have taken some part in the compromise that it not only includes
the proposal in the conference report which has just been filed,
but it also includes the settlement of other matters and other
proposals that have been offered in the other branch of this
Co

ngress.

In other words, it includes the settlement of the 20,000,000
bushels of wheat proposition, the $5,000,000 that was for coopera-
tive loans, because that is covered in this proposal that is in this
conference report—the $2,500,000 of reappropriation for seed loans
in several specific States. The idea is to wipe out all of the dif-
ferences existing now between the two Houses with reference to
these proposed matters of relief, in order that relief may be had
for those needing it and that we may avoid an extra session,
which I think every Member of the House desires to do.

Mr. President, this is an omnibus relief proposition, as
understood by the House of Representatives. Mr. Woop, the
chairman of the House Committee on Appropriations, states
that all propositions have been merged, all propositions
proposed in the House of Representatives, and all proposals
in this body as well.

In order that there might be no mistake with reference to the
interpretation of this proposal in the conference report which has
been presented, I addressed a letter to the Secretary of Agriculture
and asked him to give to me, so that I might give it to the
House, his interpretation of what the proposed language means,
and with your permission I shall read his reply. It is as follows:

I ask unanimous consent to include at this point in my
remarks the letter as contained in the Recorp of Saturday
last.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is
s0 ordered. -
The letter is as follows:

FeBRUARY 7, 1931.
Hon. W R. Woob,
Chairman Appropriations Committee,
House of Representatives.

Dear Mr. Woobn: Your request for my views upon the pending
amendment to the seed-loan appropriation has been received.

The proposed measure is intended to take care of another phase
of the credit problem in the drought-stricken area which 1is
economic in character and not covered by other services.

The critical condition in the drought area arises not only from
the drought but also from the weakened banking situation.
There are two phases of this whole problem:

First, relief to the distressed who have no resources and there-
fore no security to offer for loans.

Second, the provision of adeguate credit for those who can
offer security for loans to enable them to carry on their usual
operations,

The Red Cross is adequately caring for the needs of the first
class. The appropriation already made of $45,000,000 for seed,
feed, and fertilizer loans to be secured by liens on the crop will
provide for a large number of the second class.

There remains the general problem of furnishing essentlal
credit to those who have security, but who can not obtain It
because of the breakdown of normal credit facilities.

The requirements are to be met in two ways: First, secured by
loans to individuals of capital to assist them to strengthen the
existing agricultural credit corporations or to set up new agen-

- cles, which can in turn operate through the intermediate credit
banks; and second, by other emergency loans on adequate se-
curity to be made by the Secretary of Agriculture.

A part of the normal agricultural credit operation in the
drought area consists in financing from month to month by the
landiord of his tenmants. This financing goes to buy food and
clothing, as well as for other purposes. It Is principally this sys-
tem which, due to a weakened banking structure, has broken
down, thus depriving the community of the credit essential to
economic recovery.

The provision in the pending proposal would answer the needs
of all of these who can offer security, It will relleve the burden
upon charity by alding to restore normal credit conditions. It
leaves to the Red Cross the responsibility of the field as agent for
human relief to those who do not have security and to whom
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Government loans for food such as were at one time proposed
would have been mere charity by creating obligations from large
groups far beyond their ability to repay.

This situation was foreseen last September when the President
called a conference of bankers in the drought-stricken States and
recommended that agricultural credit corporations be formed to
function under the intermediate-credit system. The bankers un-
dertook to assist in the creation of such corporations, and a num-
ber of them were formed, but not to the number or strength which
is now necessary.

The present bill rounds out the program of economic rehabill-
tation in much better fashion than the legislative proposals here-
tofore made. It fills out the pattern of measures necessary in the
drought territory. First, human relief by the Red Cross to farm-
ers and to industrial people who have no resources in the drought
reglon; second, loans for seed and fertilizer secured against the
coming crop; and finally, this last provision aimed to restore
credit facilities for those who have security to offer.

This program avolds doles or direct charity from the Federal
Treasury or any implication thereof.

Yours very truly,
ArTHUR M. HyDE, Secretary.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, not only does
the proposal not provide for food but it is not even sus-
ceptible of an implication to that effect, if we accept the
interpretation of Mr. Woop, chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations of the House of Representatives.

After Mr. Woop had read in the House this letter the
following colloquy took place between Mr. Woop and others
upon the floor of the House:

Mr. Brack. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. Woob. Yes.

Mr. Brack. Is there any provision in the conference report
that is proposed for relief of folks outside of the rural districts,
who are in distress in the cities?

Mr. Woob. No.

Mr. Brack. Are all of the rellef propositions based on credit
rather than on any form of charity in the rural districts?

Mr. Woop. The purpose of the proposal in the conference report
is to enable those who desire to rely upon their own efforts and
upon their own ability to secure credit whereby they can make
purchases of necessities and keep from asking charity,

Mr. LaGuarpiA. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. Woobn. Yes.

Mr. LaGuarpia. As I understand it, a mortgage is taken upon
the crop for loans made out of the first appropriation that we
passed. The appropriation carried in the bill just reported is
over and above the previous $45,000,000 that we have appropriated.

Mr. Woop. Yes.

Mr. LaGuarpia. Do I understand that loans will be made to
those farmers in this area without any security, or must the farmer
have security?

Mr. Woop. He must give security if the loan is made.

I ask again, Mr. President, how is the poor fellow who
has no security going to get any relief under this provi-
sion? I have asked that question three times, and I have
no answer. I am justified in concluding that no man or
woman, boy or girl, can get a mouthful of food under this
bill unless they have security to put up for a loan with
which to buy that food.

Further said Mr. Woob:

One of the principal purposes to be served is this: The orig-
inal $45,000,000 proposal was for the purpose of loans for seed
and feed for the work animals so that they might make a crop.
It did not include other livestock, such as cattle, hogs, or poul-
try. To my mind, one of the greatest essentials and one of the
best benefits to be derived from this proposal is that it protects
the livestock, and particularly the milch cow, upon which the
entire family may be depending.

Mr. President, I object to the rules and regulations which
have been promulgated by the Department of Agriculture.
Those rules and regulations have been so made that the
people throughout the country understand that we of the
Senate and those of the House have enacted a law requir-
ing our citizens to subscribe to and make a pauper's state-
ment, if not an oath, in order to make application for a
loan.

The original law does not provide for such a statement.
Congress has enacted no law requiring American citizens
to sign a pauper’s oath, even a pauper’s statement, in order
to qualify them to make application to secure a loan. But
the regulations which have been prescribed by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, sent broadcast by the millions, require
the farmer, when he makes application for a loan, to make
a statement that he has no money and that he has no col-
lateral or security upon which he can otherwise raise
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money. Mr. President, I condemn such a requirement. I
object to such rules and regulations.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Oklahoma yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Certainly.

Mr. SMOOT. There are some of us who do not agree with
that statement of Mr. Woon.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Does the Senator say that
I have stated the rules and regulations incorrectly?

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no; I said that some of us do not agree
with what was said by Mr. Woob.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Continuing to read from the
Recorp of February 7, Mr. Branton asked this question:

Mr. Branton. But it is for “a rehabilitation,” and whatever is
required to rehabilitate this $20,000,000 is to be expended for.

Mr. Woob. That is correct.

Mr. BranToN. That really covers food, although we must not
mention food, but call it rehabilitation.

Mr. LaGuUARDIA. What information was obtained since we had
the debate on the floor of the House that the Red Cross could
sbsolutely take care of ev ? If I remember correctly,
although I may be in error, the gentleman and others sald that
there was no necessity whatsoever for appropriating anything.
Just what has happened in the last few days in the way of addi-
tional information?

Mr. Woop, Of course, we might get into an argument about this
proposition. We all have our individual opinions about it. This
proposal is a compromise, and that means that each contending
party had to give up something of his own opinion.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And it also means that some of us were not very
far wrong when we took the other side.

Mr. Cramron. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. Woop. Yes.

Mr. CramToN is chairman of the subcommittee which pre-
pared this bill. . I will modify that statement. Mr. CraMTON
was the subcommittee that prepared the bill. I will even
modify that statement. He was the conference committee
that made the report on this bill. Mr. CraMTON prepared the
bill and made the conference report. He made the following
statement:

Mr. CramToN. There is as much difference between the proposi-
tion that was up the other day of giving money to the Red Cross
to be handed out in gifts of food and clothing and this proposition
for loans for agricultural rehabilitation upon what the Becretary
characterizes as adequate security as there is between day and
night. It is an entirely different proposition, and in this compro-
mise there is nothing whatever of the proposition which the House
B0 decisively rejected.

Mr. LaGuarpia. But there is also a big difference between this
and the absolute negative stand which the gentleman and others
took at the same time that we took the other extreme.

Mr. CramTON. Oh, the things cared for in this would not have
been cared for at all if the $25,000,000 had been given to the Red
Cross. There would have been no agricultural rehabilitation in
that.

Mr. LAGuaArpiA. And one thing that is certain is that the unem-
g}:yege in the cities will get nothing. On that there can be no

pute.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. Woop. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. Prior to the holidays, when the so-called farm relief
bill was before the House, I recall that the gentleman from Indiana
insisted that $45,000,000 would be sufficient for all purposes. I
take it that he has revised his views on that, and he thinks now
that 865,000,000 is a better sum.

Mr. Woop. I was about to say that if I consulted my own opinion
about it I would still think that, but if we had to do it over again
I would make the $45,000,000 cover the livestock upon the farm,
everything on the farm.

Mr. Garnes. I am glad the gentleman has gotten educated to
that point.

Mr. AuLcoop. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. Woob. I yield,

Mr. Arrcoop. Is it a fact now that the Red Cross has raised
$10,000,000 and had a surplus of $5,000,000, which makes $15,000,-
000, to feed the people throughout the Nation that are needy,
and with this additional $20,000,000 that sum is deemed sufficient,
in addition to what the Red Cross has raised, to care for the
situation?

Mr, Woon. It is hoped to be; and if it is not, there will be a
way provided.

Mr. Trson. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. Woob. I yleld.

Mr. Treson. This is not to be in addition to any amounts the
Red Cross has raised because this is for an entirely different pur-
pose than any money contributed to the Red Cross.

Mr. CramToN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. Woopn. I yield.

Mr. CramTON. The Red Cross definitely stated that if it cost
three times the estimated amount they are prepared to raise it
in the usual way, so this is not at all involved in that.

Mr. O'Connor of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. Woon. I yield to the gentleman from Oklahoms.

Mr. O'Connor of Oklahoma. It seems to me the letter of the
Secretary of Agriculture is very clear. He states that he has
nothing to do with the matter of charity; that that is to be
handled by the Red Cross; and the Red Cross has said they would
meet every need. They did not say they could take the place
of the country banks. Down there they have what they call
" cropper loans.” Money is advanced on a crop that is not
planted. The country banks can not make such loans now. The
Government steps in and does that. If these people should spend
some of that money for food, that is their business; but the crop
that is not planted is going to be considered adequate security.
There is no use mixing things up at all. .The Government
stepped in to do what the local credit agencles are not able to do.

Mr. Woobp. That is correct.

Mr. O'Coxnor of Oklahoma. It is not the Government stepping
in and putting on a Red Cross uniform and establishing a cafe-
teria and saying to everybody, “ Come up and we will fill you up.”
That has still got to be done as a charitable proposifion, if I
understand this thing.

Mr. Woon. That is correct.

Mr. SNELL. Wil the gentleman yield?

Mr. Woob. I yield.

Mr. SneLL. How is the $5,000,000 fund administered? What
security comes to the Government for that?

Mr. Woop. The $5,000,000 is wiped out.

Mr. SweLL. But a part of this fund is to be used for that?

Mr. Woop. Absolutely. That is the purpose of loaning to per-
sons who desire to create these credit corporations.

Mr. S~veLL. Do we loan to the local banks or direct, or how do we
make the loans?

Mr. Woon. An organization will be created just exactly as they
are now created under the intermediary banking system.

Mr. SneErL. But not through the local banks?

Mr. Woob. No, sir.
bﬁs?Smn. It is entirely separate and apart from the local

Mr. Woobp. Entirely separate from the local banks.

The SpEAKER. May the Chair suggest that this entire debate is
out of order?

Mr. BrantoN. Will the gentleman yield for just a moment?
We do not care about these fine-spun parliamentary distinctions
between tweedledee and tweedledum, as long as the people get
the money.

Mr. Brack. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. Woop. I yield.

Mr. Brack. As I understand, the only one who can get this
money is some one who has security? In other words, the fellow
who has nothing can get nothing under this proposition?

Mr. Woop. That seems to have been the lifelong practice.

There the colloquy ended. The Senate does not appear to
have the same understanding. Some seem to have the
impression that if the conference report is adopted and the
money appropriated, the money can be used for the purchase
of food for human beings. The House does not so under-
stand it, and inasmuch as the House is in harmony with the
Secretary of Agriculture, if the money is appropriated, there
is no doubt as to the interpretation to be placed upon the
appropriation by the executive departments. They will take
the viewpoint of the House, which voiced their viewpoint.

So, Mr. President, as the matter now stands those in dis-
tress and in need, who have neither money nor security,
must get their daily bread from the hands of the Red Cross.
Farmers with security who are in distress can borrow money
for seed purposes and feed for livestock. Tenant farmers
living on rented land, if they can get the owner of the land
to waive, can borrow money for seed purposes; but if they
can not get the landowner to waive his first lien or his
right to a first lien, the tenant farmers will be unable to
secure any of the money provided by former appropriations
as well as by this appropriation. The so-ealled compromise
in the conference report only provides for loaning money to
credit organizations, organizations that can be operated in
harmony with and recognized by the Federal reserve system,
and then loaning to such farmers as have security.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Oklahoma yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield.

Mr. SMOOT. Unless the Senator from Oklahoma desires
to proceed at this time, I should like to move that the
Senate take a recess until 7.30 o'clock this evening, which
is in accordance with the unanimous-consent agreement.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield for that purpose.

INVESTIGATION BY THE TARIFF COMMISSION—LEAD
Mr. KING. I submit a resolution directing the Tariff
Commission to make an investigation relative to lead and
ask that it lie on the table.
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There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res. 441) was
read and ordered to lie on the table, as follows:
Resolved, That the United States Tarif Commission is hereby
directed, under section 336 of the tariff act of 1930, and for the
s of that section, to investigate the differences in the costs
of production during the calendar years 1928, 1929, and 1930 of
the following domestic and foreign articles, viz, lead, and to
report thereon to the Senate as soon as possible.

RECESS

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate take a recess until
7.30 o'clock this evening.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 16 min-
utes p. m.) the Senate took a recess, the recess being, under
the unanimous-consent agreement previously entered, until
7.30 o'clock this evening.

EVENING SESSION
The Senate reassembled at 7 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.
SHORTER WORK WEEK FOR POSTAL EMPLOYEES

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous-
consent agreement, the Chair lays before the Senate a bill
which will be stated by the Secretary.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6603)
to provide a shorter work week for postal employees, and
for other purposes, which was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That when the needs of the service require
supervisory employees, special clerks, clerks, and laborers in first
and second class post -offices, and employees of the motor-vehicle
service, and carriers in the City Delivery Service and in the vil-
lage delivery service, and employees of the Rallway Mail Service,
to perform service in excess of four hours on Saturday they shall
be allowed compensatory time for such service on one day within
five working days next succeeding the Saturday on which the
excess service was performed: Provided, That employees who are
granted compensatory time on Saturday for work performed the
preceding Sunday or the preceding holiday shall be glven the
benefits of this act on one day within five working days following
the Saturday when said compensatory time was granted: Pro-
vided further, That the Postmaster General may, if the exigencies
of the service require it, authorize the payment of overtime for
service in excess of four hours on the last three Saturdays in the
calendar year in lieu of compensatory time: And provided further,
That for the purpose of extending the benefits of this act to rail-
way postal clerks the service of sald rallway postal clerks assigned
to road duty shall be based on an average not exceeding 7 hours
and 20 minutes per day for 308 days per annum, including a
proper allowance for all service required on lay-off periods as pro-
vided in Post Office Department circular letter No. 1348, dated
May 12, 1821; and railway postal clerks required to perform serv-
ice in excess of 7 hours and 20 minutes dally, as herein provided,
shall be paid in cash at the annual rate of pay or granted com-
pensatory time, at their option, for such overtime. This act shall
take effect at the beginning of the second quarter after its
passage.

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I ask leave to have printed in
the Recorp the report of the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads on this bill. This is a favorable report, and I
call the attention of the Senate to what the committee
advises in the matter.

I believe the bill is a very excellent one; it is a humane
bill and it should be passed.

The senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE] has
worked effectively and actively for this legislation for a long
time past and is deserving of high praise for the assistance
he has rendered in promoting it,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
report of the committee will be printed in the Recorp,

The report is as follows:

Mr. Oppre, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads,
submitted the following report (to accompany H. R. 6603) :

The Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, having consid-
ered the bill (H. R. 6603) to provide a shorter work week for postal
employees, and for other purposes, reports the same without
amendment and recommends its passage.

This measure will make and uniform in the Postal
Service the shorter weekly working hours which are now in effect
in certain places under orders issued by the department. A some-
what similar bill was approved by the Senate during the Seventieth
Congress.

The history of the movement is set forth by the House Commit-
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads in the report submitted on
the pending measure (H. R. 6603) and 1s as follows:

On May 14, 1924, the Postmaster General issued the following
order: =

* OrpEr No. 493.—Realizing that very general tendency of people
toward relaxation from business during the heated season on
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Saturday afternoons, acknowledging the fact that this business
cessation lessens to a limited extent the work in some of our post
offices, desiring to be as considerate as possible of those who are
serving faithfully in our great system, and unwilling that the
regulations of the department should stand in the way of even
very short and temporary respites, though they may be available
to comparatively few, I am herein authorizing postmasters to
take into consideration the situation which exists in their own
Jurisdictions during this season.

“If any employees can be dismissed earlier or allowed an in-
terval off duty on Saturday afternoons, wholly because of having
accomplished their usual work either by their own extra efiorts
or because of slackness of Saturday afternoon business, and in no
wise directly or indirectly entailing extra expense to the Govern-
ment, the postmaster in his discretion may permit this. The de-
partment does not contemplate any curtailment of the service.
It 1s anticipated that only a small per cent of the employees may
be able to benefit from this permission, and that in many cities and
towns none at all. It is intended solely to extend to postmasters
that reasonable latitude which will enable them to grant such
permissions in case they find that it can be done without loss to
the Government and to the service. :

“It 1s understood that the summer season begins Saturday,
June 14, and ends on Saturday, September 13.”

In a letter of explanation issued May 21, 1924, the Postmaster
General stated:

* Postmasters who have no cessation of general business on Sat-
urdays can not do anything. Others can do in propertion to the
conditions as they find them. This may not seem to be wholly
equitable, but it is as far as the department can go. It is so uni-
versal to have as much respite as possible from work on Saturday
afternoons that we felt justified in going thus far. Clerks and
carriers can often spring to their work with more energy and
shorten up the day and do no injustice to anybody. When they
can do this we are glad to have them. But it is a subject that
must be carefully administered, and it is also a subject where the
clerks and carriers must understand the limitations placed upon
the postmaster, and one must not complain because he doesn't get
as much as somebody else, because such complaints are sure to
lead to the discontinuance of the whole arrangement and prevent
anybody from getting anything." .

On September 3, 1024, an order was issued extending the provi-
sions so as to cover the entire year, but still leaving to individual
postmasters the responsibility of deciding whether or not it should
be operative.

Under date of March 18, 1930, the following order was issued by
the First Assistant Postmaster General:

* Postmasters at first and second class offices are requested to
arrange such curtailment of work on Saturdays as is consistent
with the lesser amount of mail received Saturday afternoons and
the custom of early closing by local business houses.

“In many offices it has been found possible to maintain adequate
service on Saturdays with clerical and carrier schedules reduced to
4, 5, and 6 hours thus by good management providing a partial
half holiday without any material increase in operating expense.

“A study of each section in these offices will reveal that while
no uniform hours of service on Saturdays can be established, it
is possible to arrange schedules so as most employees can be given
a shorter tour. In communities where it is the custom of business
houses to close at noon on some day of the week other than
Saturday postmasters should curtail accordingly and require full
time on all other days.”

This is as far as the department can go without legislation. It
is admitted that it is impossible to avoid dissatisfaction when the
employees in one office are given the benefit of this order while
the employees of another office are unable to enjoy its benefits.

This bill provides for equal treatment of postal employees while
at the same time providing against any curtailment of service.

Private industry has led the way in the movement toward
shorter working hours and the Saturday half holiday. Some of
the largest business enterprises in the country have for many
years carried out the purpose of this measure. They have re-
ported it to be beneficial from a production standpoint.

Your committee urges that postal employment be kept as
nearly in line as possible in this regard with private employment.
It believes that the same good results will follow.

The present situation contains other elements of injustice.
The employees of the Post Office Department in the executive
offices in Washington now have a basic 42-hour week. During the
summer months this is reduced by the President's order establish-
ing the Saturday half holiday. Even with the enactment of
this measure the postal employees in the field service will be
working longer hours than the postal employees at the executive
offices.

According to the Department of Labor, through official reports,
the 44-hour week applies generally in the printing trades. The
average hours of work in the building trades throughout the
United States is 43.7. In many crafts and establishments the
5-day, 40-hour week has been adopted.

In reporting upon the results the Department of Labor states:

“ Part of any increased costs that might result from the shorten-
ing of the work week would be offset by the increased efficiency of
the workers. Efficlency and output of workers on Saturday after-
noon is admitted to be low.

“Although data for weekly periods are scarce, they seem to show
a mounting eficiency during Monday, with a maximum output on
Tuesday, followed by a gradual decline in production until the
low point 1s reached on Saturday.
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“ That a shorter work week makes for not only a greater hourly
output but also a greater total output is seen in the very exact
measurements of Vernon under the British health of munition
workers' committee. With 80 to 100 women performing the mod-
erately heavy labor of turning aluminum fuse bodies in a lathe,
reduction of the actual working hours from a weekly average of
66.2 to 45.6 hours, a gain of 9 per cent was still maintained. .

“ Curtailment of the period of labor often means an actual In-
crease of work done. The truth of this statement is brought out
by the experience of many employers.”

It will be necessary to use the services of substitutes to make up
part of the compensatory time granted regular employees who
work in excess of four hours on Saturdays. While this will mean
additional outlay it will help solve the problem now confronting
the department as to substitutes. These workers are subject to
call at all hours for a period of years, in many cases, and yet the
income received is pitifully small. Assurance of more hours of
labor for these substitutes will make this reserve force of postal
workers a more efficlent body.

This measure provides that whenever the needs of the service
require the employment of post-office employees on Saturday
afternoon they shall be given compensatory time on one of the
five working days following. It is emphatically not the purpose
of your committee that the postal establishment should close its
doors on Saturday afternoon, suspending its service at midday
and giving to its patrons only such service as is now given on
Sundays and holidays. It is the purpose of the provisions of this
measure that postal employees be given four hours off on Satur-
day where no injury will be done the service, but in case such
curtailment would have a detrimental effect upon the service,
then the work shall be performed on Saturday, and a compensa-
tory four hours be allowed on one of the five following days. We
desire to uphold the efficlency of the Postal Service and at the
same time bring the post-office establishment into line with pri-
vate industry in the United States.

It is impossible to estimate the cost of this measure. The Post
Office Department has given varying estimates, and many letters
have been received from postmasters in large offices giving greatly
differing ideas as to the cost. Many postmasters report that the
entire cost can be absorbed in their own offices. Your committee
believes that to a large extent this will apply over the entire serv-
ice. With estimates ranging from $2,000,000 upward, your com-
mittee believes it is impossible to fix a definite estimate.

This measure has been under consideration by your committee
during the Seventieth and BSeventy-first Congresses, and ex-
haustive hearings have been held.

In a letter to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads
of the Senate Postmaster General Brown stated:

“ Inasmuch as postmasters have been authorized to curtail em-
ployment on Saturdays to an extent consistent with local condi-
tions, a large number of employees in the field are now required
to give from five to six hours' service. No data are avallable
for the exact amount of time which is now being absorbed at the
present time without additional expense or curtailment of re-
quired service. Therefore it can not be stated accurately just
what a 4-hour day on Saturday would cost us.”

At the hearings before the House Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads, Postmaster General Brown stated:

* There are a number of considerations that we think are perti-
nent in considering this particular bill. There is a very substan-
tial difference between the status of a postal worker and an indus-
trial worker generally. The post-office work is regular, is steady;
the department never closes down for inventory; we do not have
short seasons; we do not lay off people; the employment is steady
and continuous, and the pay is absolutely certain. Furthermore,
we pay 12 months’ wages or salaries for substantially 11 months’
work, when you take into consideration the 15 days' vacation leave
and the 10 days' sick leave. In industrial employment the law of
supply and demand, in a considerable measure, regulates com-
pensation. If there is a long cue of applicants for work outside
of the employment office, the institution does not raise wages. It
raises wages to get competent, skilled workmen. The Post Office
Department has a long cue waiting. We would have little if any
difficulty in filling most of the places we have very promptly if they
ehould be vacated.

“ This measure, in our judgment, is not justified at this time.”

After careful study of the situation, with the inequalities in-
volved in the present Saturday half-holiday order and the hours of
those employed in the Washington departmental offices, consider-
ing the increased productivity of postal employees and the lowered
unit cost and having in mind the steady trend toward shorter
working hours in private industry, your committee urges the enact-
ment of this measure.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is open to
amendment.
Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, may we not have the report

-rea.d?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
report will be read.

Mr. FLETCHER. In the meantime, Mr. President, may I
interrupt to offer and have noted in the Recorp a petition
in favor of the bill?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is
50 ordered. :

The petition and accompanying letter are as follows:

NATIONAL FEDERATION OF PosT OFFICE CLERKS,
Washington, D, C., February 10, 1931.
Hon. Duncan U. FLETCHER,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

Dear SEnaToR: I am herewith transmitting to you a letter sent
in my care from the postal employees of West Palm Beach, who
request your support of the Kendall bill establishing a 44-hour
working week in the Postal Service. This measure will come
before the Senate to-night for consideration.

Very truly yours,
THos. F. FLAHERTY,
Secretary-Treasurer.

WesT Parm BeacH, Fra., February 9, 1931.
The UNITED STATES SENATE,
(Care of Hon. DuncaN U. FLETCHER),
Washington, D. C.

HonoraBLE Sirs: We, the employees of the West Palm Beach,
l};laR postmonhae will appreciate your support of the Kendall bill,
Fred L. Thornton, L, B. Walker, A, H. Seeley, L. Davenport,
John T. Ross, Jesse Hardy, Herbert V. Hiess, K. V.
Brown, C. R. Steele, B. L. Bell, F. C, Dofcater, E. A,
Haley, E. P. Barenluugge, H. D. Carroll, H. C. Douglass,
Wesley R. Fleld, Millard L. Mather, James B. Powell,
Otto J. Bulfin, Manor E. Gatlin, F. F. Hartwell, Edward
Lemrow, C. 8. Nichols, B. A. Trapp, J. R. Wylie, H. J.
, H. V. Farnham, L. C. Bridges, C. D. Bibb,
A. F. Allert, M. E. Eaton, Wm. H. Caldwell, H. F. Noyes,
Wm. Snyder, Ernest L. Abel, Walter 8. Bruce, W. Hall
Youmang, Fred Ritezel, M. B. Connor, O. D. Larkin,
J. E. Gallagher, G. W. Stephens, W. 8. Estabrook, F. A.
Stone, A. V. Kelley, R. M. Stone, H. H. Eakle, 0. W.
Hartwell, R. C. Hensel, Fred W. Carter, Chas. 8.
Chandler, C. L. White, E. J. Harris, W. O. Clement,
Charles O. Stypmanne, M. S. Cameron, 8. M. Drake,
Fred Baird, J. J. Egan, Lundy Duncan, M. W. Nelson,
T. O. Seward, 8. L. Metufe, Margaret Campbell, Mar-
garet Daumer, Oscar O. Daumer, J. W. Adair, Nellie D.
Gallagher,

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I withdraw the request for
the reading of the report. I simply desire to know whether or .
not any amendments were suggested by the committee to
the bill. Are there any committee amendments?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are none. The bill
is open to amendment. No amendment being proposed, the
question is, Shall the bill be read a third time?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I call attention to the
fact that a unanimous-consent agreement was entered into.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is perfectly
aware of that; but the bill has to go through its three read-
ings before the guestion can be put on its passage. As soon
as the third reading is completed, the Chair will enter the
order, under the unanimous-consent agreement, for a final
vote on passage to-morrow.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Very well, Mr. President.

The Chief Clerk read the bill the third time by title.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill having had three
readings, the question is, Shall the bill pass? Under a unani-
mous-consent agreement previously entered into, the vote
on final passage of this bill will take place to-morrow at 1
o’clock.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. Will any debate upon this
bill be permitied at to-morrow’s session?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous-
consent agreement it will not be in order.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. So I understand debate is
closed?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is closed. There
is no further action to be taken on the bill except a vote on
its final passage, which has been ordered by unanimous
consent at 1 o'clock to-morrow.

OUTDOOR SIGNS WITHIN THE DISTRICT

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S.
4022) to regulate the erection, hanging, placing, painting,
display, and maintenance of cutdoor signs and other forms
of exterior advertising within the District of Columbia.

Mr. CAPPER. I move that the Senate disazree to the
amendments of the House and request a conference with
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the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the
part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the President pro tempore
,appointed Mr. CAPPER, Mr. Jones, and Mr. Kinc conferees
lon the part of the Senate.

THE CALENDAR

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous-
consent agreement, the calendar is in order under Rule VIII
for unobjected bills. The Secretary will state the first bill
on the calendar.

BILLS, ETC., PASSED OVER

The first business on the calendar was the bill (S. 168)
providing for the biennial appointment of a board of visitors
to inspect and report upon the government and conditions
in the Philippine Islands.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By request, the bill will
be passed over.

The resolution (S. Res. 76) to amend Rule XXXIII of the
‘Standing Rules of the Senate relating to the privilege of the
floor was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be
passed over.

The bill (8. 551) to regulate the distribution and promo-
tion of commissioned officers of the Marine Corps, and for
‘other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr, BLAINE. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed

, over.

The resolution (S. Res. 49) authorizing the Committee on
Manufactures, or any duly authorized subcommittee thereof,
to investigate immediately the working conditions of em-
ployees in the textile industry of the States of North Caro-
lina, South Carolina, and Tennessee was announced as next
in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
will be passed over.

The resolution (S. Res. 119) authorizing and directing the
Committee on Interstate Commerce fo investigate the wreck
of the airplane City of San Francisco and certain matters
pertaining to interstate air commerce was announced as next
in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 9592) to amend section 407 of the mer-
chant marine act, 1928, was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By request, the bill will
be passed over.

The bill (8. 1278) to authorize the issuance of certificates
of admission to aliens, and for other purposes, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. COPELAND. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
oVer.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr, President, what happened to House
hill 95922

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Jjection.

The resolution (S. Res. 245) providing for the appoint-
ment of a committee to inquire into the failure of the
Speaker of the House of Representatives to take some action
on Senate Joint Resolution 3, relative to the commencement
of the terms of President, Vice President, and Members of
Congress, was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By request, the resolution
will be passed over.

The bill (8. 120) to authorize the President to detail en-
gineers of the Bureau of Public Roads of the Department of
Agriculture to assist the governments of the Latin American
Republics in highway matiers was announced as next in
order.

Mr, ODDIE. I move that that bill be indefinitely post-
poned.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree-
ing to the motion proposed by the Senator from Nevada.

By request, the resolution

By request, the resolution

It went over under ob-
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Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska is
not here. I do not think that ought to be done in his
absence,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator from Nevada refers to
Order of Business 500, which is a companion bill, as I
understand, for——

Mr. JONES. I thought the Senator was referring to Order
of Business 495, Senate Resolution 245.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That went over by request
of an absent Senator who lodged a request with the Chair,

The question is on the motion of the Senator from Nevada
[Mr. Obpp1E]l.

The motion was agreed to.

The bill (S. 4066) to authorize the merger of the George-
town Gas Light Co. with and into the Washington Gas Light
Co., and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.
" Mr. HOWELL. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

The bill (S. 3229) to provide for the appointment of an
additional district judge for the southern district of New
York was announced as next in order.

Mr. COPELAND. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

The bill (H. R. 699) to prevent fraud, deception, or im-
proper practice in connection with business before the
United States Patent Office, and for other purposes, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
over,

The bill (8. 1916) to amend section 1025 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States was announced as next in
order.

Mr, COPELAND. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over,

The bill (S. 4357) to limit the jurisdiction of district courts
of the United States was announced as next in order.

Mr. BRATTON and Mr. COPELAND. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

The bill (8. 3344) supplementing the national prohibition
act for the District of Columbia was announced as next in
order.

Mr. BLAINE. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

The bill (8. 3558) to amend section 8 of the act making
appropriations to provide for the expenses of the govern-
ment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1914, and for other purposes, approved March 4,
1913, was announced as next in order.

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

The bill (S. 3399) to amend section 2 (e) of the air com-
merce act of 1926 was announced as next in order.

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

The bill (8. 4377) to provide for the settlement of claims
against the United States on account of property damage,
personal injury, or death was announced as next in order.

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

The bill (S. 3822) to provide for the withdrawal of the
sovereignty of the United States over the Philippine Islands
and for the recognition of thelr independence, etc., was an-
nounced as next in order. .

Mr. VANDENBERG. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
OVET, '

The bill will be passed
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The bill (H. R. 4015) to provide for the revocation and
suspension of operators’ and chauffeurs’ licenses and regis-
tration certificates; to require proof of ability to respond
in damages for injuries caused by the operation of motor
vehicles; to prescribe the form of and conditions in insur-
ance policies covering the liability of motor-vehicle operators;
to subject such policies to the approval of the commissioner
of insurance; to constitute the director of fraffic the agent
of nonresident owners and operators of motor vehicles oper-
ated in the District of Columbia for the purpose of service
of process; to provide for the report of accidents; to author-
ize the director of traffic to makes rules for the administra-
tion of this statute; and to prescribe penalties for the vio-
lation of the provisions of this act, and for other purposes,
was announced as next in order. .

SEVERAL SENATORS. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

The bhill (S. 4254) to provide for the compromise and
settlement of claims held by the United States of America
arising under the provisions of section 210 of the transpor-
tation act, 1920, as amended, was announced as next in
order.

SEvVERAL SENATORS. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

The bill (S. 2497) to amend the Judicial Code and to de-
fine and limit the jurisdiction of courts sitting in equity,
and for other purposes, was anounced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over
under request. -

The bill (8. 4561) for the relief of Sally S. Twilley was
announced as next in order.

Mr. HOWELL. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Over.

The bill (H. R. 3644) for compensation in behalf of John
M. Flynn was announced as next in order.

Mr. HOWELL. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
over.

The bill (S. 4555) to amend certain sections in the Code
of Law for the District of Columbia relating to offenses
against public policy was announced as next in order.

Mr. BLAINE. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
oVver.

NATIONAL MUSEUM OF ENGINEERING AND INDUSTRY

The bill (S. 454) to establish a commission to be known
as a commission on a national museum of engineering and
industry was announced as next in order.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Let that go over.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, may I ask who objected
to the bill?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
fornia [Mr. SHORTRIDGE].

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, without knowing
anything about the measure, I have for the moment objected.

Mr. COPELAND. If the Senator will withhold his ob-
jection, hearings on this bill were conducted by the Senator
from Connecticut [Mr. Warcorrl, and the then Senator
from New Jersey, Mr. Baird. It is proposed that a com-
mittee be appointed to determine what sort of a museum
shall take the place of one which is to be torn down in view
of the improvements in the Mall. Those of us who listened
to the hearings are very enthusiastic over the bill and the
importance of having determined what shall be done with
this particular work.

This bill does not provide for any permanent commis-
sion. It simply provides for a study to be made; and then
it is hoped that through private funds there may be erected
such a building as is contemplated.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The bill does not, in and of itself,
establish a commission, does it?

Mr. COPELAND. It establishes a temporary commis-
sion—it might better be called a commitiee—merely to study

The bill will be passed

The bill will be passed

The Senator from Cali-
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this question and determine a policy and outline where this
building might best be located in the District. The bill re-
ceived the support of an amazing number of business men
from the Senator’s own State and through every part of the
Union. It is a measure which is so meritorious that I am
sorry the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Warcorrl is not
here. He is one of the proponents of the measure; and I
hope the Senators will see fit to pass the bill.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr, President, if the Senator will
pardon me for another question, Does the bill in and of itself
create the commission, or does it create a body to study this
subject and report?

Mr. COPELAND. It provides that a commission shall
be appointed to study the whole problem, and to report back
to Congress how best to deal with it.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. If that be the purpose, I have no
objection.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands
the Senator from California to withdraw his objection.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill, which had been
reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia
with amendments, on page 2, line 15, after the word “ Con-
gress,” to strike out “ on or before June 30, 1930 ” and insert
“ within one year from the passage of this act,” and on page
4, line 8, after the words “ sum of,” to insert “ $75,000,” so as
to make the bill read:

Whereas the Congress has authorized improvements in the city
of Washington, including the extension of Ninth Street through
the Mall, which will require the demolition of the Arts and In-
dustries Building of the National Museum now under the super-
vision of the Smithsonian Institution; and

Whereas the demolition of such building will deprive the Nation
of its only national industrial museum; and

Whereas the present building has long been insufficient to con-
tain the industrial exhibits which are now in the possession of
the Government and which are stored about Washington, and
this inadequacy has prevenfed the acguisition, by gift and other-
wise, of many valuable and interesting exhibits which would
otherwise have come intc the possession of the United States and
some of which have been lost; and

Whereas other important industrial nations of the world have
malintained for many years industrial museums far surp
the inadequate facilities of the present museum in the United
States; and

Whereas the replacement and reorganization of the National
Industrial Museum should be such that it would worthily repre-
sent the high standing of the United States as the leading in-
dustrial Nation of the world and meet the needs of its diversified
industries: Therefore

Be it enacted, ete., That there is hereby created a commission
to be known as a commission on a national museum of engineer-
ing and industry, to be composed of nine persons to be appointed
by the President, as follows: An engineer; an industrial chemist;
a manufacturer; three persons experienced in transportation by
land, water, and air, respectively; an educator; a representative of
labor; and a museum expert. The members of the commission
shall serve without compensation, but they shall be reimbursed
for traveling, subsistence, and other necessary expenses incurred
in performance of duty under this act. The commission shall
submit a report of the result of its investigations, together with
its recommendations, to the President and to the Congress within
one year from the passage of this act, and it shall cease to exist
on such date.

Sec. 2. For the purpose of this act the commission is authorized
to investigate (a) the present building or buildings in which in-
dustrial and engineering exhibits are displayed or stored in the
District of Columbia and elsewhere in the United States, and the
organization of such exhibits; (b) the feasibility of establishing a
suitable National Museum of Engineering and Industry; (c) suit-
able sites in the District of Columbia for the location of such
museum; (d) the various collections in the District of Columbia
which might properly be placed in such a museum; (e) the feasi-
bility of cooperation between such a museum and museums in the
several States, and the use of traveling exhibitions for educational
purposes; (f) such other matters incidental to the foregoing as
the commission may deem necessary and expedient. The com-
mission may, through its secretary, study the collections in and
the equipment of industrial and engineering museums in Europe.
All governmental establishments in the executive branch of the
Government and the Smithsonian Institution are directed to fur-
nish the commission with such available information and data
as the commission may request and to cooperate in every prac-
ticable manner with the commission,

Sec. 3. The commission is authorized to appoint and, in accord-
ance with the classification act of 1923, as amended, to fix the
salary of a secretary and such assistants, and to make such ex-
penditures (ineluding expenditures for personal services at the
seat of government and elsewhere) as may be necessary for the
purposes of this act. All expenditures of the commission shall
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be allowed and pald upon the presentation of itemized vouchers
therefor approved by the chairman.

SEc. 4. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated the sum of
$75,000 for carrying out the purposes of this act, to be expended
by the commission and to remain available until expended.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The preamble was agreed to.

BILLS, ETC., PASSED OVER

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 105) to authorize the
merger of street-railway corporations operating in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes, was announced
as next in order.

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will
be passed over.

The bill (S. 191) for the relief of George B. Marx was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. HOWELL. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

The bill (H. R. 3238) for the relief of Martin E. Riley was
announced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
versely.

Mr. BRATTON. Let it go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
over.

The bill (H. R. 5212) for the relief of George Charles
Walthers was announced as next in order.

Mr. BLAINE. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The bill will be passed
OVer.

The bill (S. 4384) to provide for the erection of a suitable
monument to the memory of the first permanent settlement
of the West at Harrodsbhurg, Ky., was announced as next in
order.

Mr. FESS. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over. -

The bill (S. 4597) to provide educational employees of the
public schools of the District of Columbia with leave of
absence with part pay for purposes of educational improve-
ment, and for other purposes, was announced as next in
order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By request, the bill will
be passed over.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 201) consenting that cer-
tain States may sue the United States, and providing for
trial on the merits in any suit brought hereunder by a State
to recover direct taxes alleged to have been illegally collected
by the United States during the fiscal years ending June 30,
1866, 1867, 1868, and vesting the right in each State to sue
in its own name, was announced as next in order.

Mr. FLETCHER. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will
be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 12056) providing for the waiver of trial by
jury in the district courts of the United States was announced
as nexf in order.

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over,

This bill is reported ad-

The bill will be passed

JOHN W. LEICH, ALIAS JOHN LEACH

The bill (H. R. 1594) for the relief of John W. Leich, alias
John Leach, was considered, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers John W. Leich, alias John Leach, who was & member of
Company B, Sixty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry,
shall hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably dis-
charged from the military service of the United States as a member
of that organization on the 12th day of July, 1864: Provided, That
no bounty, back pay, penslon, or allowance shall be held to have
accrued prior to the passage of this act.
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PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R.
13518) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and
dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill was considered
by the Senate on January 26, and amended.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the
bill to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

AIR MAIL FLYER'S MEDAL OF HONOR

The bill (H. R. 101) for the award of the air mail fiyer's
medal of honor was considered, read the third time, and
passed, as follows: _

Be it enacted, etc, That the President is hereby authorized,
under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, to present,
but not in the name of Congress, an air mail flyer's medal of
honor, of appropriate design, with accompanying ribbon, to any
person who, while serving as a pilot in the air mall service since
May 15, 1918, has distinguished, or who, after the approval of this
act, dist es himself by heroism or extraordinary achieve-
ment while participating in such service: Provided, That no more
than one air mail flyer's medal of honor shall be issued to any
one person, but for each succeeding act or achievement sufficient
to fustify the award of an air mail flyer's medal the President
may award a suitable bar or other suitable device to be worn as
he shall direct. In case an individual who distinguishes himself
shall have died before the making of the award to which he may
be entitled, the award may nevertheless be made and the medal
or the bar or other device presented to such representative of the
deceased as the President may designate; but no medal, bar, or
other device hereinbefore authorized shall be awarded or pre-
sented to any individual whose entire service subsequent to the
time he distinguishes himself has not been honorable.

FEE FOR INQUIRIES REGARDING REGISTERED MAIL, ETC.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5659) to
authorize the Postmaster General to charge a fee for in-
quiries made for patrons concerning registered, insured, or
collect-on-delivery mail, and for postal money orders, which
had been reported from the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads with an amendment on page 2, line 2, after the
words “ fee of,” to strike out “ not exceeding,” so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster General i1s authorized
to provide by regulation for making such inquiries as he may con-
sider proper concerning registered, insured, or collect-on-delivery
mall upon the request of the sender or addressee thereof, or his
agent, or concerning postal money orders upon request of the
remitter, payee, indorsee, or his agent. and for the payment of a
fee of 6 cents for such service.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I wish some
member of the Post Office Committee would tell us what that
bill means.

Mr. SMITH. Let it go over.

Mr. HEFLIN. What is the bill?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Chair may be per-
mitted to say so, it is a bill to provide for an additional
fee when money orders require a return receipt.

Mr. SMITH. Let it go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
the bill will be passed over.

House bill 6603, the next bill on the calendar, has already

been passed.

Objection is made, and

MOHICAN RIVER DITCH, OHIO

The bill (H. R. 8290) to authorize and direct a prelimi-
nary examination of the Mohican River Ditch from Lake
Fork, Ohio, south a distance of 8 miles, was considered,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to cause a prell examina-
tion to be made of the Mohican River and its tributaries, espe-
cially the Mohican River Ditch south of Lake Fork, Ohio, a dis-
tance of 8 miles, with a view to control the floods in accordance
with the provisions of section 3 of an act entitled “An act to
provide for control of the floods of the Mississippi River, and of
the SBacramento River, Calif.,, and for other purposes,” approved
March 1, 1917, the cost thereof to be paid from appropriations
heretofore or hereafter made for examinations, surveys, and con-
tingencies of rivers and harbors.
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PRICE OF BREAD IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The resolution (S. Res. 362) to investigate the price of
bread in the District of Columbia was announced as next in
order,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair invites the at-
tention of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. CappEr] to this
resolution. The Chair understands a similar investigation
now to be going on.

Mr. CAPPER. Mr, Presidenf, the resolution introduced
by the Senator from New York [Mr. Wacnerl, which pro-
vided for a general investigation of the same subject, was
adopted and a committee appointed. I happen to be chair-
man of the committee, and we are now conducting the
investigation, so action on this resolution is unnecessary.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then, without objection,
the resolution will be indefinitely postponed.

ACQUISITION OF LAND IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMEIA

© The bill (8. 5029) to amend the act providing for the
acquisition of land in the District of Columbia was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I would like to have an ex-
plantation of what this bill proposes to do. d

Mr. KING. Mr, President, I think perhaps an explana-
tion as lucid as any that could be made would be the state-
ment of the Attorney General, found in the report.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Accompanying the bill?

Mr. KING. Accompanying the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
clerk will read the statement of the Attorney General,
which accompanies the report of the committee.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I may say to the Senator from
South Carolina that there are two or three parcels of land
which are indispensable for the prosecution of the work of
the Government, I think, on the Department of Justice
building and one or two other buildings. Under the pres-
ent system, appeals, and so on, might hold the matter up
for a year and prevent the prosecution of the work. The
department is ready to proceed with the work, but it can
not get title. This measure authorizes the bringing of a
suit in condemnation, the Government paying back to the
owners the estimated value, and then the owners, if they
are not satisfied with that, may go into court.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I ask that the bill may
g0 OVer.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

REDUCED FARE FOR SCHOOL CHILDREN

The bill (H. R. 12571) to provide for the transportation of
school children in the District of Columbia at a reduced fare
was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been consid-
ered heretofore, and an amendment offered by the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. THomaAs] is pending.

Mr. GLASS. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
Over.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I hope the bill will not
go over. It provides for reduced fares for school children in
the District, and it ought to be passed, so that they and their
parents may have the benefit of the reduced fares.

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I desire to second the re-
quest of the Senator from New York. I think the bill is en-
titled to the immediate consideration of this body. I do not
know where the Senafor from Oklahoma is.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed
by the Senator from Oklahoma will be read by the clerk.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I do not like to object
to the consideration of this measure, but the Senator from
Oklahoma certainly ought to have an opportunity to discuss
his amendment. As I understand it, he offered it, and then
before any debate was had on it, the bill went over. I think
that in the absence of the Senator from Oklahoma I shall be
compelled to object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Let the amendment be
reported. It may be that the Senate will agree to it.
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Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, I asked to have the bill go
over for the reason that there has been very decided differ-
ence of opinion and controversy in the District Committee
on a number of bills touching this particular matter. The
bill on the calendar was acted on when I was not at the
meeting of the committee, and I want to know what it is.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over,

Mr. GLASS. I want to have the bill reported so that I
may know what it is.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill and the amend-
ment will be read for the information of the Senate.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the
District of Columbia with an amendment to strike out all
after the enacting clause and to insert:

That the Public Utilities Commission of the District of Columbia
is hereby empowered and directed to fix reduced fares for school
children not over 18 years of age going to and from school on
street railway and bus lines in the District of Columbia, under
such reasonable rules and regulatlons as the commission may
establish: Provided, That such reduced fares shall not exceed one-
half of the corresponding concurrent adult fares.

The Caier CLErg. The Senator from Oklahoma proposes
to add the following proviso, to be inserted after line 13,
page 2:

Provided further, That one fare paid by any student shall be
sufficient to secure transportation to or from school regardless of
whether such student has to transfer from one car system to
another, from one bus line to another, or from street car to bus
or from bus to street car: Provided further, That any student
who submits proof of inability to pay the rate of fare prescribed
shall be by the Board of Education provided with transportation
without cost: And provided jurther, That the Board of Education
is hereby authorized to use such funds of the school system as
may be necessary to carry these provisos into effect.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, it is provided in the bill
that the rules and regulations shall be established by the
Public Utilities Commission. I think perhaps when the
Senator from Oklahoma offered his amendment the original
bill was pending.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; the amendment was offered by
the Senator from Oklahoma the last time we had a call of
the calendar, at a night session; but before any debate took
place on the amendment some one objected to the considera-
tion of the bill and it went over. In view of the fact that
the Senator from Oklahoma is not here to argue for his
amendment, it does seem to me that it would not be fair
to dispose of it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it not possible before
the bill goes over to have the amendment of the committee
agreed to?

Mr. GLASS. I do not object to the bill as reported, but I
do object to the amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object
to having the committee amendment agreed to, to strike
out all after the enacting clause and to insert?

Mr. GLASS. I have no objection to the bill as reported
by the committee.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., The bill will be passed
over.

Mr. WATSON subsequently said: Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to return to Calendar No. 1247, the bill
(H. R. 12571) to provide for the transportation of school
children in the District of Columbia at a reduced fare. We
passed it over a few minutes ago because the Senator from
Oklahoma [Mr. THomas] was not in his seat. I understand
there was no objection to the bill itself, the objection being
made to the amendment offered by my friend from Okla-
homa. He being here I ask unanimous consent to return
to the bill for its present consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the Senafor from Indiana?

Mr. BLEASE., I object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made.

CHANGE IN POSTAL RATES

The resolution (S. Res. 373) requesting the Postmaster
General to withdraw his request for a change in certain
postal rates was announced as next in order.

’——_“—_
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By request, the resolu-
tion will be passed over.

COLVILLE RESERVATION, WASH., PUBLIC SCHOOL

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11675)
to authorize the issuance of a patent in fee for certain land
and buildings within the Colville Reservation, Wash., for
public-school use, which was read the third time and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he
is hereby, authorized to transfer and convey by patent in fee to
public-school district No. 14, of Okanogan County, Wash., title to
certain lands and the buildings thereon, containing approximately
41 acres located in the south half of the southeast quarter of
section 24, township 31 north, range 30 east, of the Willametie
meridian, Washington, formerly used as an Indian day school:
Provided, That Indian children shall be admitted to said school
on the same terms and conditions as white children, except that
tuition may be paid in the discretion of the Secretary of the Inte-
rior for said Indian children: Provided further, That whenever said
land and buildings cease to be used for public-school purposes,
title thereto shall revert to the United States.

SIDNEY MORRIS HOPKINS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6193)
for the relief of Sidney Morris Hopkins, which was read the
third time and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers Sidney Morris Hopkins, who was a member of the naval
forces of the United States, at the time of his discharge being
attached to the United States ship New Hampshire, shall hereafter
be held and considered to have received a full honorable discharge
from the naval service of the United States on March 14, 1921:
Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall
be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act.

ARTHUR G. CASWELL

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6194)
granting six months’ pay to Arthur G. Caswell, which was
read the third time and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the appropriation
“ Pay, subsistence, and transportation, Navy, 1930,” to Arthur G.
Caswell, father of James L. Caswell, late engineman (first class),
United States Navy, an amount equal to six months’ pay at the
rate sald James L. Caswell was receiving at the date of his death:
Provided, That the sald Arthur G. Caswell establish to the satis-
faction of the Secretary of the Navy that he was actually depend-
ent upon his son, James L. Caswell, at the time of the latter's
death.

STUART L. JOHNSON

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8936)
authorizing the promotion on the retired list of the Navy of
Stuart L. Johnson, ensign, which was read the third time
and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to promote as of September 5,
1923, to the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) (retired), Stuart L.
Johnson, now ensign (retired). That hereafter the pay of this
officer while on the retired list shall be computed as if he had
been retired in the rank of lieutenant, junior grade, September 5,
1923: Provided, That no back pay or allowances shall accrue prior
to the passage of this act.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 7639) to amend an act entitled “An
act to authorize payment of six months' death gratuity to
dependent relative of officers, enlisted men, or nurses whose
death results from wounds or disease not resulting from
their own misconduct,” approved May 22, 1928, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. HALE. I ask that the bill may go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

The bill (H. R. 4731) for the relief of Frederick Rasmussen
was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
OVer.

The bill will be passed

TRACY LEE PHILLIPS
The bill (H, R. 10365) for the relief of Tracy Lee Phillips
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension
laws or of any laws conferring rights, privileges, or benefits upon
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honorably discharged soldiers and sailors Tracy Lee Phillips shall
hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably dis-
charged on August 25, 1919, from the naval service of the United
States during the World War: Provided, That no back pay, com-
pensation, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the
passage of this act.

JAMES J. LINDSAY

The bill (S. 3929) for the relief of James J. Lindsay was
announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
OVer,

The bill will be passed

REPEAL OF SECTION 7 OF THE POSTAL ACT

The bill (8. 5365) to repeal section 7 of the postal act
approved May 29, 1928, was announced as next in order.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By request, the bill will
be passed over,
NELLIE M'MULLEN

The Senate proceeded to consider the hill (8. 2296) for the
relief of Nellie McMullen, which had been reported from
the Committee on Claims with an amendment, on page 1,
line 9, to strike out the words “and the United States
Employees’ Compensation Commission is authorized and
directed to consider and act upon her claim for compensa-
tion for the death of such Frank H. McMullen, under the
other provisions of such act as amended,” so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the requirements of sections 17 and 20
of the act entitled “An act to provide compensation for employees
of the United States suffering injuries while in the performance
of their duties, and for other p ,* approved September 7,
1916, as amended, are hereby waived in favor of Nellie McMullen,
widow of Frank H. McMullen, late rural mail carrier of the

Seymour, Ill., post office.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

HEIRS OF HARRIS SMITH

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4489) for the
relief of the heirs of Harris Smith, which had been reported
from the Committee on Claims with améndments, on page 1,
line 5, to strike out “ $5,000” and insert “ $3,500,” and at
the end of the bill to add the following proviso:

Provided, That no part of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 per cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or
received by any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, on account
of services rendered in connection with said claim. It shall be
unlawful for any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, to exact,
collect, withhold, or receive any sum of the amount appropriated
in this act in excess of 10 per cent thereof on account of services
rendered in connection with sald claim, any contract to the con-

notwithstanding. Any person violating the provisions of
this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic-
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceeding §1,000.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby
authorized and directed to pay to the heirs of Harris Smith the
sum of $2,500, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated. Sald Harris Smith was struck and killed August 1,
1921, by a United States mail truck. His widow has since died
and he is survived by his children: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per cent thereof
shall be paid or delivered to or received by any agent or agents,
attorney or attorneys, on account of services rendered in connee-
tion with said claim. It shall be unlawful for any agent or agents,
attorney or attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, or receive any
sum of the amount appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per
cent thereof on account of services rendered in connection with
sald claim, any contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any
person violating the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty
of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in
any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

ESTATE OF WHITE B. MILLER

The bill (S. 4105) for the relief of the estate of Whlt.e
B. Miller was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, that bill seems to have a great
deal of merit, and yet it does seem to me that there is one
objection to the measure. The deceased—and his heirs are
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representing this claim—was an Assistant Attorney General,
and while serving, he was specially designated to prosecute
a case of considerable importance, which resulted advanta-
geously to the Government, He undoubtedly rendered very
valuable service. The question is whether or not, when a
man is acting as Assistant Attorney General, employed by
the Government for that purpose, and a very important case
comes into his hands, he is entitled to additional compen-
sation.

There have been too many cases where Special Assistant
Attorneys General, in addition to the compensation they
have received, have, I am advised, asked later on for addi-
tional compensation by reason of the particular and special
work which they did.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I inquire of the
Senator, did the Government recover?

Mr. KING. Oh, yes; the Government recovered.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. How much?

Mr. KING. A million dollars. It was a question of taxes.
The services were worth the money, there is no doubt, and
I shall not interpose any objection.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr, President, was this man on a
regular salary?

Mr. KING. That is my understanding, although I am
not quite sure as to that; but I should like to have an ex-
planation on that point.

Mr. TRAMMELL, Mr. President, I think it is very bad
practice to pay additional fees to a regularly salaried officer,
and for the present I will object to the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

THOMAS G. HAYES

The bill (S. 4509) for the relief of Thomas G. Hayes was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to adjust
and settle the claim of Thomas G. Hayes, formerly private, Com-
pany A, One hundred and forty-second Machine Gun Battalion,
Camp Beauregard, Alexandria, La., as reimbursement for money
he failed to receive which was contained in registered letter No.
15158, which letter was maliled to him by Miss E. Hofman, New
Orleans, La., on April 26, 1918, and to allow in full and final set-
tlement of said claim not to exceed $40. There is hereby appro-
priated, ouf of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, the sum of $40, or so much thereof as may be necessary,
to pay eaid claim.

H. E. HURLEY

The bill (S. 4510) for the relief of H. E. Hurley was con-
sidered, ordered fo be engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to adjust and
settle the claim of H. E. Hurley, trading as J. E, Hurley, for dam-
ages resulting from the failure of the Government to execute and
perform a contract in accordance with his proposal accepted
June 27, 1928, for the installation of an ash bin in the State,
War, and Navy Building, Washington, D. C., and to allow in full
and final settlement of sald claim the sum of not to exceed
$553.50, There is hereby appropriated out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $553.30, or so
much thereof as may be necessary, for payment of the claim. :

SEWARD CITY MILLS (INC.)

The bill (S. 4675) for the relief of the Seward City Mills
(Inc.) was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to adjust and
settle the claim of the Seward City Mills (Inc.), for a balance
alleged to be due under the contract 1-I-Ind-1660, dated Septem-
ber T, 1928, for the delivery of flour to the Indian Service, and to
allow in full and final settlement for said claim the sum of not
to exceed $830.82. There is hereby appropriated, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $830.82,
olr so much thereof as may be necessary, for payment of the
claim.

ESTATE OF THOMAS BIRD

The bill (S. 4676) for the relief of the estate of Thomas

Bird, deceased, was considered, ordered to be engrossed for
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to settle and
adjust the claim of the estate of Thomas Bird, deceased, in the
sum of $1,917.39 representing the value of wheat requisitioned and
taken by the United States Graln Corporation during the World
War, the said amount having been covered into the Treasury of
the United States as miscellaneous receipts, and to allow said
claim in the amount not exceeding $1,917.39. There is hereby ap-
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, the sum of $1,917.39 for the payment of this claim,

SUN SHIPBUILDING & DRY DOCK CO.

The bill (S. 5194) for the relief of the Sun Shipbuilding &
Dry Dock Co. was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to adjust and
settle the claim of the Sun Shipbuilding & Dry Dock Co. arising
from the use of its Pier No. 4 on June 21, 22, and 23, 1930, by the
CGovernment, and to allow in full and final settlement of said
claim not to exceed the sum of $110. There is hereby appropriated,
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the
sum of $110, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay said

B. & O. MANUFACTURING CO.

The bill (8. 5196) for the relief of the B. & O. Manufactur-
ing Co. was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to settle and
adjust the claim of the B. & O. Manufacturing Co. under contract
No. 12429, dated May 28, 1929, for extra expense in recutting mate-
rial for trousers delivered to said company by the Navy Depart-
ment, and to allow not to exceed $1,597.52 in full and final settle-
ment of sald claim. There is hereby appropriated, out of any
money in the not otherwise appropriated, the sum of
$1,597.52, or s0 much thereof as may be necessary, to pay sald claim.

DAVID GORDON BUILDING & CONSTRUCTION CO.

The bill (8. 5197) for the relief of the David Gordon
Building & Construction Co. was considered, ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to adjust and
settle the claim of the David Gordon Building & Construction
Co. arising out of certain work in the construction of lookout
gallery and windows in the Cincinnati Post Office Building during
the fiscal year 1930, and to allow in full and final settlement of
said claim an amount not to exceed $1,116.60. There is hereby
appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, the sum of $1,116.60, or so much thereof as may be
necessary, for payment of the claim.

LESLIE W. MORSE

The bill (8. 5199) for the relief of Leslie W. Morse was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and he Is hereby, authorized and directed to adjust and
settle the claim of Leslie W. Morse, formerly private, Company A,
One hundred and fortieth Regiment United States Infantry, as
reimbursement for money contained in registered letter No. 337,
which letter was mailed to him by his father, Fred Morse, De Sota,
Kans., on April 20, 1918, receipted for by the proper Army agency,
and never delivered to the addressee, and to allow in full and
final settlement of said claim not to exceed $20. There is hereby
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, the sum of $20, or so much as may be necessary, to
pey this claim.

NATIONAL BEN FRANKLIN FIRE INSURANCE CO.

The bill (S. 2008) for the relief of National Ben Franklin
Fire Insurance Co. was considered, ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $406.29
to National Ben Franklin Fire Insurance Co., in full reimburse-
ment for the sale by the Government of a Buick automobile stolen
April 21, 1920, and while operated by the thief for illegal purposes
was seized April 26, 1921, forfeited, and sold under the customs
revenue laws, and the proceeds converted into the Treasury of
the United States.

GOVERNMENT OF PORTO RICO

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5138) to
amend the organic act of Porto Rico, approved March 2,
1917, which was read, as follows:
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Be it enacted, etc., That section 13 of an act entitled “An act
to provide a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other pur-
poses,” approved March 2, 1917, be, and the same is hereby,
amended to read as follows:

“B8ec. 13. That the following executive departments are hereby
created: A department of justice, the head of which shall be
designated as the attorney general, a department of finance, the
head of which shall be designated as the treasurer; a department
of interior, the head of which shall be designated as the commis-
sloner of the interior; a department of education, the head of
which shall be designated as the commissioner of education; a
department of agriculture and commerce, the head of which shall
be designated as the commissioner of agriculture and commerce;
8 department of labor, the head of which shall be d ted as
the commissioner of labor; and a department of health, the head
of which shall be designated as the commissioner of health. The
attorney general and commissioner of education shall be ap-
pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of
the Senate of the United States, to hold office for four years and
until their successors are appointed and gualified, unless sooner
removed by the President. The heads of the flve remaining de-
partments shall be appointed by the govermor, by and with the
advice and consent of the Senate of Porto Rico. The heads of
departments appointed by the governor shall hold office for the
term of four years and until their successors are appointed and
qualified, unless sconer removed by the governor.

“ Heads of departments sghall reside in Porto Rico during their
official incumbency, and those appointed by the governor shall
have resided in Porto Rico for at least one year prior to their
appointment.

“The heads of departments shall collectively form a council to
the governor, known as the executive council. They shall perform,
under the general on of the governor, the duties herein-
after prescribed, or which may hereafter be prescribed by law, and
such other duties, not inconsistent with law, as the governor, with
the approval of the President, may assign to them; and they shall
make annual and such other reports to the governor as he may
require, which shall be transmitted to the executive department of
the Government of the United States to be designated by the
President as herein provided: Provided, That the duties herein
imposed upon the heads of departments shall not carry with them
any additional compensation.”

Sec. 2. That section 18 of the said organic act, approved March
2, 1917, be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows:

“BSec. 18. That the commissioner of agriculture and commerce
shall have general charge of such bureaus and branches of govern-
ment as have been or shall be legally constituted for the study,
advancement, and benefit of agriculture, commerce, and other
industries, the chief purpose of this department being to foster,
promote, and develop the agricultural interests and the welfare of
the farmers of Porto Rico, to improve their market conditions, and
to advance their opportunities for profitable sale of their products,
and shall perform such other duties as may be prescribed by law.”

Sec. 8. That between sections 18 and 19 of said organic act,
approved March 2, 1917, a new section is hereby inserted to read
as follows:

“Sec. 18 (a). That the commissioner of labor shall have charge
of such bureaus and branches of government as have been or shall
be legally constituted to foster and promote the welfare of the
wage earners of Porto Rico, to improve their working conditions,
and to advance their opportunities for profitable employment, and
shall perform such other duties as may be prescribed by law."”

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, the last time this bill was
called the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr, McKELLAR]
objected to its passage. He told me this affernoon he had
withdrawn his objection, having given the bill full study,
and that he has no objection to its going through.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION IN PORTO RICO

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 5139) to
extend the provisions of certain laws relating to vocational
education and civilian rehabilitation to Porto Rico, which
was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That Porto Rico shall be entitled to share
in the benefits of the act entitled “An act to provide for the pro-
motion of vocational education; to provide for cooperation with
the States in the promotign of such education in agriculture and
the trades and industries; to provide for cooperation with the
States in the preparation of teachers of vocational subjects; and
to appropriate money and regulate its expenditure,” approved
February 23, 1917, and any act amendatory thereof or supple-
mentary thereto, upon the same terms and conditions as any of
the several States. There is authorized to be appropriated, out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and annually thereafter, the sum
of $105,000, to be available for allotment under such act to the
island of Porto Rico: Provided, That of the sum authorized to be
appropriated for the purposes of this act, the sum of $30,000, if
expended, shall be expended for the salaries of teachers of agri-
cultural subjects; the sum of $30,000, if expended, shall be ex-
pended for the salaries of teachers of home-economics subjects;
the sum of $30,000, if expended, shall be expended for the salaries
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of teachers of trade and industrial subjects: and the sum of
$15,000, if expended, shall be expended for the maintenance of

teacher training, including supervision.
Sec. 2. Porto Rico shall be entitled to share in the benefits of

the act entitled “An act to provide for the promotion of vocational
rehabilitation of persons disabled in industry or otherwise and
their return to civil employment,” approved June 2, 1920, and any
act amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto, upon the same
terms and conditions as any of the several Btates. There is au-
thorized to be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932,
and annually thereafter, the sum of $15,000, to be available for
allotment under such act to the island of Porto Rico.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, repeating what I said
before, this is another bill to which the senior Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. McKeLrar] objected at the last call of the
calendar, but, having given it additional study, he asked that
it might be passed. The next bill he does object to, how-
ever.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

AMENDMENT OF ORGANIC ACT OF PORTO RICO

The bill (S. 5285) to amend the organic act of Porto Rico,
approved March 2, 1917, was announced as next in order.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On objection, this bill
will be passed over.
VACANCIES IN THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF
PORTO RICO

The bill (S. 5416) to provide for the filling of certain
vacancies in the Senate and House of Representatives of
Porto Rico was announced as next in order.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, to this bill the Senator
from Tennessee has no objection.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I inquire of
the Senator from Connecticut what change this bill makes
in the organic law.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, this is a bill upon which
the Legislature of Porto Rico has been working for some
time. At present the organic act of Porto Rico requires
that when a senator or representative dies, his place may
only be filled by an election. This bill provides that where
a senator at large dies or is incapacitated and resigns, his
place may be filled by appointment by the governor on
nomination from the executive committee of the party to
which the ex-senator belonged. I will say to the Senator
that under the organic act of Porto Rico senators at large
represent both majority and minority parties, and it is pos-
sible, as it is in the New England towns where selectmen
are elected, to elect them from either party.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I shall have to object to the
bill.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, there is no objection on
the part of anyone in Porto Rico, because it protects the
minority. If a member of the minority dies, the minority
executive committee may nominate and the governor may
appoint.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I can not consent to an act
giving the Governor of Porto Rico power to appoint a mem-
ber of the Porto Rican Legislature.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and
the bill goes over.

Mr. BINGEAM. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold
his objection a moment?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I withhold the objection.

Mr. BINGHAM. The effect of the present law is that
when a senator at large dies, the expense of holding an elec-
tion at large over the entire island of Porto Rico, with its
1,500,000 people, is so large, and the budget of the govern-
ment is so limited, that they simply do not hold an election,
and the people are not represented.

The legislature has been working on this for some time
at the request of the representatives of all the recognized
parties in Porto Rico. Telegrams have come from the presi-
dent of the Senate and the speaker of the House of Repre-
sentatives of Porfo Rico urgently requesting the passage
of the bill in order to take care of their local situation.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That same argument, the ex-
pense of a special election, has been often urged in favor
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of legislation of this character for the filling of vacancies
in the legislatures of various States and has never prevailed
with the American people.

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator will realize that when a
Senator dies in any State the governor is permitted to ap-
point until the next election, and that is all that is provided
for by this bill.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Not to the State legislature,
however.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands
the Senator from Montana to adhere to his objection?

Mr, WALSH of Montana. I do.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore,
goes over.

AMENDMENT OF SECTION 319, PENAL LAWS

The bill (S. 2832) to amend section 319 of the act entitled
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of the
United States,” approved March 4, 1909, was announced as
next in order.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, all that the bill does is
this: Under the statute proposed to be revised the Terri-
tories were required to make returns in regard to marriages
and marriage certificates. That was all right in the days
when the Territories were not well organized. At the present
time the Territory of Hawaii has an adequate system, which
is in fact more elaborate than that in vogue in the United
States. Under the present statute they are obliged to dupli-
cate this work by making a report to the Federal Govern-
ment. At the request of the Government of Hawaii and its
Delegates this measure has been introduced. It merely
means making an exception of Hawaii so they may not be
required to duplicate the returns.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the last sentence of section 319 of the
act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws
of the United States,” approved March 4, 1809, as amended (U. S.
C., title 18, sec. 519), is amended by striking out the period at the

end thereof and inserting a comma and the following: * except the
Territory of Hawall.”

BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 3643) to extend the admiralty laws of the
United States of America fo the Virgin Islands was an-
nounced as next in order. .

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr, President, the Senator from Ten-
nessee [Mr. McKeLLar] has an amendment to this bill. I
have asked the Secretary for a statement as to the effect of
the amendment, and I have not yet had a reply; so I ask
that the bill may go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 132) extending the provi-
sions of sections 1, 2, 6, and 7 of the act of Congress entitled
“An act to provide for the protection of forest lands, for the
reforestation of denuded areas, for the extension of national
forests, and for other purposes, in order to promote the con-
tinuous production of timber on lands chiefly suitable there-
for " to Porto Rico was announced as next in order.

Mr. BINGHAM. This is objected to by the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. McKeLrar], so that I ask that it may go
over,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
be passed over.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 120) authorizing the
President fo reorganize the administration of the insular
possessions was announced as next in order,

Mr. BINGHAM. This was also objected to by the Senator
from Tennessee [Mr. McEeLLar], so I ask that it may go
OVer,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will
be passed over.

On objection the bill

The joint resolution will
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DONALD K. WARNER

The bill (8. 5192) for the relief of Donald K. Warner was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and in full settlement
against the Government, to Donald K. Warner, postmaster at
Oakdale, Nebr., the sum of $869.17, being the amount of stamps

and postal funds lost in the burglary of the post office on the night
of December 13, 1928,

BILLS PASSED OVER

The hill (8. 5288) to authorize the construction of certain
naval vessels, and for other purposes, was announced as next
in order.

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
OVer,

The bill (H. R. 14255) to expedite the construction of
public buildings and works outside of the District of Co-
lumbia by enabling possession and title of sites to be taken
in advance of final judgment in proceedings for the acqui-
sition thereof, under the power of eminent domain, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. JOHNSON. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
over.

The bill will be passed

The bill will be passed

AMENDMENT OF FEDERAL FARM LOAN ACT

The bill (H. R. 12063) to amend section 16 of the Federal
farm loan act was announced as next in order.

Mr. FLETCHER. Over.

Mr. NORBECEK. Mr. President, I inquire who objected?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Flor-
ida [Mr. FLETCHER] objected.

Mr. FLETCHEHER. I understood the Senator from Iowa
[Mr. BrookHART] had an objection to the bill, but he is
here and can speak for himself.

Mr. NORBECK. I did not think anybody would object
to the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands
the Senator from Florida to withdraw his objection?

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes; I do.

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con-
sider the bill, which had been reported from the Committee
on Banking and Cwrrency with amendments, the first
amendment being on page 2, line 2, to strike out the words
“ within the period of seven months after the date of the
passage of this act,” so as to make the clause read:

In any case where a joint-stock land bank has been, or may
be, declared insolvent and placed in the hands of a receiver by
the Federal Farm Loan Board, any Federal land bank or joint-
stock land bank may, in the manner as may be prescribed by
the Federal Farm Loan Board and with the approval of the
Federal Farm Loan Board, acquire the assets and assume the
labilities of said joint-stock land bank In the hands of a receiver.

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, just 2a moment. There
is objection to this measure.

Mr. NORBECEK. The bill simply makes it possible for
land banks to function that have gone into the hands of
other parties. When a land bank breaks down another bank
can buy the assets, but can not continue the business.

Mr. BROOKHART. This is the 8-State bill?

Mr. NORBECK. Yes. If is limited to eight States, as it
came over from the House.

Mr. BROOKHART. I must object to its present con-
sideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
will be passed over.

EXPENSES FOR OPERATION OF MOTOR CYCLES AND AUTOMOBILES

The bill (H. R. 12014) to permit payments for the opera-
tion of motor cycles and automobiles used for necessary
travel on official business, on a mileage basis in lieu of ac-

tual operating expenses, was considered, ordered to a third
reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

On objection, the bill
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Be it enacted, etc., That a civilian officer or employee engaged in
necessary travel on official business away from his designated post
of duty may be paid, In lieu of actual expenses of rtation
under regulations to be prescribed by the President, not to exceed
3 cents per mile for the use of his own motor cycle or 7 cents
per mile for the use of his own automobile for such transporta-
tion, whenever such mode of travel has been previously author-
medandpaymentonsuchmﬂeagebsshismmwonmmm
advantageous to the United States. This act shall take effect
July 1, 1931, and all laws or parts of laws are hereby modified or
repealed to the extent same may be in conflict herewith.

BILL AND RESOLUTION PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 5515) fto amend section 29 of the act of
August 29, 1916, entitled “An act to declare the purpose
of the people of the United States as to the future political
status of the people of the Philippine Islands, and to pro-
vide a more autonomous government for those islands ” was
announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The blll will be passed
over.

The resolution (S. Res. 406) authorizing the special com-
mittee on campaign expenditures to impound ballots and
ballot boxes, was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By request, the resolu-
tion will go over.

Mr. HEFLIN. Whose resolution is it?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the resolution of
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr, Norris] which was con-
sidered and ordered to the calendar. In the absence of the
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Prrpeps] the Chair interposes
an objection in his behalf. The resolution will be passed
OVer.

WORK OF DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE IN ALASKA

The bill (H. R. 252) to facilitate work of the Department
of Agriculture in the Territory of Alaska, was considered,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Becretm"y of Agriculture be, and he
is hereby, authorized to furnish subsistence to employees of the
United States Department of Agriculture in the Territory of
Alaska, and to purchase personal equipment and supplies for

them, and to make deductions to meet the cost thereof from any
money appropriated for salary payments or otherwise due such

employees.
BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 5440) to authorize an emergency appropriation
for a special study of, and demonstration work in, rural
sanitation was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it.

Mr. EING. Was not this bill or one similar to it passed
some time ago?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An item to provide for
the same thing has been carried in an appropriation bill.

Mr. JONES. That is correct. I ask that the bill may
g0 Oover.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
OVer.

The bill (S. 5644) to amend the act entitled “An act to
authorize and direct the survey, construction, and main-
tenance of a memorial highway to connect Mount Vernon,
in the State of Virginia, with the Arlington Memorial
Bridge across the Potomac River at Washington,” approved
May 23, 1928, as amended, was announced as next in order.

Mr. HOWELL. Over.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold his
objection just a moment?

Mr. HOWELL. Yes.

Mr. FESS. This is an emergency situation. An item of
$2,700,000 was included in the first deficiency bill, which
item went out on a point of order. If this bill were passed
by the Senate that item could be carried in the next de-
ficiency bill. I am authorized by the Chief of the Bureau
of Roads to say that the work will have to be discontinued
within two weeks unless authorify is given to proceed with
it. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will be able to look
over the work within the next few days and make a report,

The bill will be passed

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

FEBRUARY 10

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, when this highway was
proposed its cost was stated. It now seems that the cost is
to be nearly doubled. The only reason why I am making
the objection is that I would like to talk with the official who
is in charge of the construction of the boulevard and learn
why the estimates have been so greatly increased. I hope to
be able to do so by next week.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On objection of the Sena-
tor from Nebraska, the bill will be passed over.

TRAFFIC ACTS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The bill (8. 5249) to amend the acts of Congress approved
March 3, 1925, and June 3, 1926, known as the District of
Columbia traffic acts, and for other purposes, was announced
as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On January 26 the bill
was considered and all amendments agreed to.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, there is a companion bill
which has been passed by the House of Representatives and
which has been considered by the Committee on the District
of Columbia and is to be reported favorably by that commit-
tee with amendments. I ask that this bill be passed over
temporarily. I assume that the other bill is on the calendar.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands
the bill is not on the calendar.

Mr. EEAN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
report favorably, with amendments, from the Committee on
the District of Columbia the bill (H. R. 14922) to amend the
acts of Congress approved March 3, 1925, and June 3, 1926,
known as the District of Columbia trafic act, and for other
purposes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
report will be received.

Mr, KEAN. I now move that the House bill be substi-
tuted for the Senate bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
House bill will be substituted for the Senate bill and the
amendments to the House bill reported by the District of
Columbia Committee will be stated.

Mr. BLAINE. The report of the District Committee con-
tains amendments.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be
stated.

The first amendment was, on page 4, line 1, after the
word “ trailers,” to strike out the colon and the following
proviso:

Provided, That hereafter congressional tags now issued, shall
be issued by the commissioners under consecutive numbers, one
to each Senator and Representative in Congress for their official
use, which when used officially by them individually, shall au-
thorize their automobiles to be parked in any available curb
space in the District of Columbia, except within fire-plug limita-
tions, but such congressional tags shall not be assigned to or
used by others.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 1, after the
word ““ Provided ” and the comma to insert:

That the commissioners may establish and locate parking areas
in the vicinity of governmental establishments for use only by
Members of Congress and governmental officials when on official
business: Provided further.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 25, after the
word “ promulgated ” to insert a comma.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 4, before the
heading “ Speeding and reckless driving,” to insert quota-
tion mark,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 10, commencing with
line 9, to strike out all down to and including line 12, on
page 11, and in lieu thereof to insert the following:

Sec. 10. (a) Any person operating a motor vehicle who shall
injure any person therewith, or who shall do substantial damage
to property therewith and fail to stop and give assistance, together
with his name, place of residence, including street and number,
and the name and address of the owner of the motor vehicle so
operated, to the person so injured, or to the owner of such prop-

erty so damaged, or to the operator of such other motor vehicle, or
to any bystander who shall request such information on behalf
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of the injured person, or, if such owner or operator is not present,
then he shall report the information above required to a police
station or to any police officer within the District immediately.
In all cases of accidents resulting in injury to any person the
operator of the motor vehicle causing such injury shall also report
the same to any police station or police officer within the District
immediately.

Any operator whose motor vehicle causes personal injury to an
individual and who fails to conform to the above requirements
shall, upon conviction’ of the first offense, be fined not more than
$500, or shall be imprisoned not more than six months, or both;
and upon the conviction of his second or subsequent offense, shall
be fined not more than 1,000, or shall be imprisoned not more
than one year, or both.

Any operator whose motor vehicle causes substantial damage to
any other vehicle or property and fails to conform to the above
requirements shall, upon conviction of the first offense, be fined
not more than $100, or be imprisoned not more than 30 days, or
both; and for the second or any subsequent offense, be fined not
more than $300 or be imprisoned not more than 90 days, or both.

Mr. BLEASE., Mr. President, I would like to ask the
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 1 why these penalties
should be so severe?

Mr. BLAINE. If the Senator from New Jersey will permit
me to answer the question, the penalties the Senator is
thinking about are applicable to the hit-and-run driver who
injures somebody or kills somebody and runs away, leaving
the scene of action.

Mr. BLEASE. The police in the District of Columbia
never would catch them anyway. So I object to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On objection, the bill will
be passed over.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr, President, as the™bill goes
over, I desire to ask the Senator from Wisconsin whether
the request of which mention is made by the bill must be
made by the person injured? I took it that it was only the
bystander who need make the request.

Mr, BLAINE. The duty of the person who causes the
injury is to give the information to the injured, and if a
bystander makes a request to give it, also to give it to the by-
stander, it being the theory that the injured may be uncon-
scious, and therefore the person who caused the injury could
not give that information to him.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I find no fault with that at all;
he should give it to the bystander if the bystander requests
it; and so he should give it to the injured person if the
injured person requests it; or if one automobile bumps into
another and an injury is caused, it does not seem to me
that we ought to put upon the person who causes the injury
the burden of giving all that information to the person
whose automobile is injured unless he requests it. He might
Jjust start off without regarding the matter as serious at all.
I have been in that situation myself.

Mr. BLAINE. In view of the very situation the Senator
has mentioned and the thought he has expressed, I offered
this amendment, which was agreeable to the committee and
to the corporation counsel, providing that that notice need not
be given unless there is substantial damage in case of dam-
age to property.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I submit to the Senator whether
the penalty ought to be imposed upon the man who does not
give the information if the injured man does not even ask
for it.

Mr. BLAINE. Only in case there is substantial damage
to property.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Regular order!

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is de-
manded. The clerk will state the next bill on the calendar.

WILD-LIFE CONSERVATION

The bill (S. 5813) to provide for the consideration of wild-
life conservation in connection with the construction of pub-
lic works or improvement projects was considered, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter any Government agency or
establishment authorized to construct any public works or other
improvement project likely to affect wild life (including aquatic
life, bird life, animal life, and plant life) shall give due consideration
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to the effect of such project upon the replacement and conserva-
tion of wild life, and to that end shall, before finally approving
any plans for such works or project, seek the advice and co-
operation of the Bureau of Biological Survey, the Bureau of
Fisheries, the Forest Service, the National Park Service, and any
other agencies or establishments of the Government whose activi-
ties are concerned with the replacement or conservation of wild
life. Such agencies and establishments are authorized to advise
and confer with the agency or establishment having supervision
of the construction of such public works or project, with a view
to determining the most appropriate methods for carrying out such
construction with The least injury to wild life.

DEGREE-CONFERRING INSTITUTIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMEBIA
The bill (S. 5465) to amend section 586c of the act

entitled “An act to amend subchapter 1 of chapter 18 of the .

Code of Laws for the District of Columbia relating to degree-
conferring institutions,” approved March 2, 1929, was con-
sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 586c of the act entitled “An
act to amend subchapter 1 of chapter 18 of the Code of Laws for
the District of Columbia relating to degree-conferring institu-
tions,” approved March 2, 1929, be, and the same is hereby,
amended by adding at the end of such section the following: “Pro-
vided, That no institution heretofore incorporated under the pro-
visions of this act, and carrying on its work exclusively in any
foreign country with the consent and approval of the Government
thereof, shall if otherwise entitled to be licensed by the Board of
Education, be denled the same solely because of the inclusion in
its name and as descriptive of its origin of any of the specifio
words the use of which is by this section forbidden to incorpora-
tions under the provisions of this act.”

BOULDER CITY TOWN SITE

The bill (S. 5797) authorizing establishment of a Boulder
City town site, and necessary expenditures in connection
therewith, and for other purposes, was announced as next
in order.

Mr. KING. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
OVET.

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Utah
if he will allow me to make a short statement in reference
to the bill to which he has just objected?

Mr. KING. Yes.

Mr. ODDIE. The passage of this bill is requested by the
Department of the Interior to enable it to proceed with
work on the Boulder Dam project which is in progress. It
is a very important bill, and it is necessary that it be passed
in order that the town site may be created and the men
working at the dam may be housed. In a short time there
will be more than 2,000 men working there. If is a very
vital matter that the bill go through. I will ask the Senator
from Utah if he will withdraw his objection to its present
consideration?

Mr. KING. The objection I have to the bill, on a cursory
examination, is that it proposes to give to the Secretary of
the Interior almost unlimited authority over the persons
there, and unlimited authority of the expenditures which
would be made. There seems to be no limitation as to
what he might expend for sewers, for streets, for buildings,
for public improvements, for public utilities, and so on. It
is a very loosely drawn bill, in my opinion.

Mr. ODDIE. I am informed that the bill has passed the
House of Representatives. Discretion must be lodged with
the Secretary in building this town. The town has already
been laid out, but in carrying on the work, the leasing of the
ground on certain terms to people who will build the houses,
and the construction of certain public works, which are
necessary must be provided for. That is something that
is very important in carrying on this great project which
is now under way.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, the Senator from Ne-
vada has stated that this bill has passed the House of Rep-
resentatives but it is a Senate bill.

Mr. ODDIE. I should have said that a similar bill has
been introduced and has passed the House of Representa-
tives, as I have been informed.

Mr. FLETCHER. Then the House bill should be substi-
tuted for the Senate bill.
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Mr. JONES. Did I correctly understand the Senator from
Nevada to say that such a bill has passed the House of
Representatives?

Mr. ODDIE. That is what I understand.

Mr. JONES. If such a measure or a similar one has
passed the other House, that bill should be substituted for
the Senate bill.

Mr, ODDIE. If it is similar to the Senate bill, it can be
substituted for the Senate bill. The information which has
come to me is that a similar measure has passed the House
of Representatives.

Mr. JONES. I suggest that the bill go over until the Sen-
. ator from Nevada can definitely ascertain if a similar bill
has been passed by the House, and, if it has, he should ask
that it be substituted for the Senate bill. I ask that the
Senate bill may be passed over temporarily. I have no
objection to the passage of the measure.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over temporarily,

Mr. ODDIE subseguently said: Mr, President, I will ask
the Senate to recur to Order of Business 1416, being Senate
bill 5797. I was misinformed a few minutes ago when I
stated that the bill had passed the House. It has not passed
the House but was reported favorably by the House com-
mittee and is at present on the House Calendar. So I hope
the objection will be withdrawn and that this bill may be
passed.

Mr. KING. I withdraw the objection——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection——

Mr. JOHNSON." Mr. President, I ask that the bill be
passed over. I have just been glancing at some of its pro-
visions.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over on objection of the Senator from California.

CONSTRUCTION OF PIPE LINES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 5297) to per-
mit construction, maintenance, and use of certain pipe lines
for petroleum and petroleum products, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on the District of Columbia
with an amendment on page 2, after line 14, to insert a new
section, as follows:

Sec. 3. That no permission granted or enjoyed hereunder shall
vest any title or interest in or to the land within the above-
mentioned streets, or affect any right, title, or interest of the
TUnited States in or to land within square south of square 708.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of
Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and empowered to
grant permission to the Gulf Refining Co., a corporation organized
and existing under the laws of the State of Texas and
and doing business in the District of Columbia, to lay down, con-
struct, maintain, and use not more than 10 pipe lines for the
carriage of petroleum and petroleum products from a point or
points within square 662 in the city of Washington, in the
District of Columbia, sald square being bounded on the north by
R Street, on the south by S Street, on the east by Water Street
and South Capitol Street, and on the west by Half Street (west),
in and through Water Street and South Capitol SBtreet in an
easterly direction to lot 4, of square south of square 708, which lot
is bounded on the north by lands of the Standard Oil Co., on the
south by S Street extended, on the east by Anacostia River, and on
the west by South Capitol Street.

Sec. 2. That all the construction and use provided for herein
shall be in accordance with plans approved by the Commissioners
of the District of Columbia and under such regulations and rentals
as the said commissioners may make and establish in connection
herewith.

Sec. 3. That no permission granted or enjoyed hereunder ehall
vest any title or interest in or to the land within the above-
mentioned streets, or affect any right, title, or interest of the
United States in or to land within square south of square T08.

Sec. 4. That the Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or
repeal this act at any time.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.
FLOTATION OF FOREIGN INVESTMENT LOANS

The resolution (8. Res. 305) opposing action by the State
Department with respect to the flotation of foreign invest-
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ment loans in the United States and its assumpfion of cer-
tain authority over the Federal Reserve Board and banks,
was announced as next in order.

Mr. REED. I ask that the resolution go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go
over. :

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania will withhold his objection for just a moment, I will
be obliged to him.

Mr. REED. Very well; I withhold it.

Mr. GLASS. I shall not, Mr. President, delay the con-
sideration of the Unanimous Consent Calendar by moving
to consider this resolution to-night, but I give notice that
at a suitable time I shall call up the resolution and ask to
have it adopted. It is a resolution expressing the sense of
the Senate that the State Department cease exercising a
dangerous power for which it has not one particle of war-
rant of law. The resolution was considered and unani-
mously reported by the Banking and Currency Committee,
and later I propose to move its adoption.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go
OVer.

IRMA UPP MILES

The bill (S. 4477) for the relief of Irma Upp Miles, the
widow, and Meredeth Miles, the child, of Meredith L. Miles,
deceased, was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, eic., That in the administration of the act en-
titled “An act to provide compensation for employees of the
United States suffering injuries while in the performance of their
duties, and for other purposes,” approved September 7, 1916, as
amended, Meredith L. Miles shall be held and considered to have
been an employee of the United States within the meaning of
that act at the time of his injury and death, resulting from an
explosion at the petroleum experiment station of the United
s;.git;es Bureau of Mines at Bartlesville, Okla., on December 13,
1929.

AUGUSTA CORNOG

The bill (S. 5467) to amend an act for the relief of
Augusta Cornog, approved May 29, 1928, was considered,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the act for the relief of Augusta Cornog,
approved May 29, 1928, be, and the same is hereby, amended as
follows: After the semicolon following the word “ hospital,” strike
out the following words: " and that said Augusta Cornog shall be
admitted to such Army hospital as may be directed by the
Surgeon General of the United States Army for necessary care
and treatment,” and insert in lieu thereof the following: “and
that sald Augusta Cornog shall be removed from Fitzsimons
General Hospital, an Army hospital, at Denver, Colo., and that
the Director of the Veterans' Bureau be required to admit her to
the United States veterans’' hospital at Oteen, N. C., for necessary
care and treatment,” so that the same will read as follows:

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, and in full settlement against the
Government, the sum of $2,000 to Augusta Cornog, a former
employee of the United States Public Health Service, who con=-
tracted tuberculosis while employed at the Atlanta Veterans'
Bureau hospital; and that sald Augusta Cornog shall be removed
from Fitzsimons General Hospital, an Army hospital, at Denver,
Colo., and that the Director of the Veterans' Bureau be required
to admit her to the United States veterans' hospital at Oteen,
N. C., for necessary care and treatment.”

JULIAN E. GILLESPIE

The bill (H. R. 9205) for the relief of Julian E. Gillespie
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay Julian E. Gillespie,
former special disbursing agent, Department of Commerce, the
sum of $688, out of money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, on account of expenditures made by him in good faith
upon Government business, which were disallowed by the General
Accounting Office, and repaid to the Treasury out of the private
funds of said Julian E. Gillespie by direction of the Comptroller
General of the United States.

DAROLD ERUNDIGE

The bill (H. R. 2458) for the relief of Darold Brundige
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc,, That the SBecretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money
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in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Darold Brundige,
the sum of §2,215.05 in full settlement of all claims against the
United States because of personal injuries sustained in an acci-
dent in which said Darold Brundige was struck by a motor
truck owned and operated by the Post Office Depariment of the
United States: Provided, That no part of the amount appropri-
ated in this act in excess of 10 per cent thereof shall be pald or
delivered to or received by any agent or agents, atforney or at-
torneys, on account of services rendered in connection with said
claim. It shall be unlawful for any agent or agents, attorney or
attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, or receive any sum of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per cent thereof
on account of services rendered in connection with sald claim,
any contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any person vio-
lating the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a mis-
demeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any
sum not exceeding $1,000.

ANDREW J. BROWN

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9872) to
extend the benefits of the employees’ compensation act of
September 7, 1916, to Andrew J. Brown, a former rural
mail carrier at Erwin, Tenn., which had been reported from
the Committee on Claims with an amendment to strike out
all after the enacting clause and insert:

That sections 17 and 20 of the act entitled “An act to provide
compensation for employees of the United States suffering in-
juries while in the performance of their duties, and for other
purposes,” approved September 7, 1916, as amended, are hereby
walved in favor of Andrew J. Brown, a former rural mail carrier
at Erwin, Tenn,

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I should like to have the
Senator who reported the bill tell us briefly why sections 17
and 20 of the law are to be waived in this case.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator reporting
the bill is not in attendance at the minute.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, if I may supply the in-
formation, the beneficiary of this bill was disabled and was
not able to take advantage of the compensation act. All the
bill seeks to do is to permit him to file his claim and let
the compensation commission pass upon the question
whether or not he is entitled to relief.

Mr. JONES. With the Senator state briefly why he could
not present his claim?

Mr. CARAWAY. I have forgotten the exact facts.

Mr. HOWELL rose.

Mr. CARAWAY. Perhaps the Senator from Nebraska
remembers them. I do not remember all the circumstances,
although I do remember the bill was carefully considered
by the committee.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ne-
braska state briefly how the man was disabled so that he
could not present his claim?

Mr. HOWELL. An automobile or a truck ran into the
buggy which he was driving, and he was thrown out and
disabled; but he felt at the time it was not a serious matter,
and as a consequence he made no report of it whatever at
the time. However, there was evidence of the fact that he
had suffered a casualty, and when he came to make a claim
the time within which he should have filed it had expired.
Our committee has taken the position that where there is
evidence that the laches was not of a character that would
prejudice the Government’s case we would waive the statute
of limitations and allow the claimant to go before the com-
pensation commission and prove his case, if he could.

Mr. JONES. That is satisfactory to me.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree-
ing to the amendment reported by the committee. "

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief
of Andrew J. Brown.”

PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS
The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 15930)
- granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain sol-

diers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and
dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war, which
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had been reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment.

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, on
page 61, after line 21, to insert:

The name of Annie L. Haynes, widow of John R. Haynes, late
of Company B, Third Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, and $30 per
month when it is shown that she has attained the age of 60

ears.
. The name of Harrlet Norris, widow of Jeremiah Norris, late of
Captain Hilbourn’s Company, Fourth Regiment Unattached Mas=-
sachusetts Military Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $20 per month and $30 per month when it is shown that she
has attained the age of 60 years.

The name of Elizabeth Ware, widow of Rice Ware, late of Troop
M, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Mary C. Bliss, widow of Lyman W. Bliss, late
surgeon, Fifty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Belle A. Clark, widow of William H. Clarke, late
of Company E, Forty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Catherine Tully, widow of Edward G. Tully, alias
Edward Atherton, late of Company C, Ninety-seventh Regiment
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate
of 850 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Franklin D. Pierce, late of Capt. Walter P. Ingram'’s
Company B, Hall's Gap Battalion, Kentucky State Troops, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month.

The name of Ruth T. Guffiin, widow of Oren Guffin, late of Bat-
tery C, Fifth ent New York Heavy Artillery, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Anna E. Vetter, widow of Charles Vetter, late of
Company A, Two hundred and fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania
vomfhm Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 30 per
month.

The name of Katherine G. Sexton, helpless child of Bartholomew
Sexton, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment Rhode Island Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20.per month.

The name of Louise Claussen, widow of William Claussen, late
of Troop C, First Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Anna Miller, widow of Lewis Miller, late of Com-
pany A, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Lulu Anderson, widow of Peter Anderson, late of
Company C, Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Jennie Ball, widow of Henry A, Ball, late of Bat-
tery D, Seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving. X

The name of John B, Wardell, helpless child of Samuel B.
Wardell, late of Company K, One hundred and forty-ninth Regi-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $20 per month.

The name of Flora May Wardell, helpless child of Samuel B.
Wardell, late of Company K, One hundred and forty-ninth Regi-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of 820 per month.

The name of Margaret Goodner, widow of Thomas J. Goodner,
late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.

The name of Sarra Elizabeth Harrell, widow of Garrett Harrell,
late of Company H, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Indi-
ana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of £30
per month.

The name of Adam Ulrich, helpless child of Joseph Ulrich, late
of Company I, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Indiana
Voluélhteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month.

The name of Martha A. Brand, widow of John F. Brand, late of
Troop D, Third Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Lucinda C. Muncey, former widow of Reuben
Muncey, late of Company B, Forty-ninth Regiment Eentucky
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lHeu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary Emory, widow of Charles Emory, late of
Company H, One hundredth Regiment New York Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Hannah F. Mundell, widow of Joseph Mundell, lats
of Troop C, Ninth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of 50 per month in lieu of that she 1s
now receiving.

The name of Catharine Vernum, widow of Samuel Vernum, late
of Company C, Eleventh Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.
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The name of Jane A, Johnson, widow of Reuben W. Johnson,
late of Company K, Tenth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Annie Baxter, widow of Allen F. Baxter, late of
Signal Corps, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $40 per month in leu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Annie S. Sweetland, widow of Edward Sweetland,
late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Almira M. Stone, widow of Almanzo Scott Stone,
late of Battery B, First Regiment Rhode Island Light Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $§50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Emma Steere, widow of Alphonso Steere, late of
Battery D, Second Regiment Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $560 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Mary E. Mann, widow of Gilbert Mann, late of
Company B, Eleventh Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Eliza A. McCausland, widow of Norman L. McCaus-
land, late of Battery B, First t Rhode Island Light Ar-
tiilery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Martha L. Shepperd, widow of Thomas C. Shep-
perd, late of Company I, Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $560 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary E. Moncrief, widow of John C. Moncrief, late
of Company I, Sixty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Edna M. W. Fales, widow of William E. Fales, late
of Troop F, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Jane Yates, widow of Rufus Yates, late of Com-
pany F, One hundred and nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $60 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary L. Van Guilder, widow of Burnam E. Van
Guilder, late of Company K, One hundred and twenty-third Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lleu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Cordelia Vilmire, widow of Peter Vilmire, late of
First Battery Vermont Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of May 8. King, widow of David W. King, late of
Company E, Fifteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that
she is now recelving.

The name of Charles 8. Follett, helpless child of Benjamin
Follett, late of Company K, Twenty-fourth Regiment Maine Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month.

The name of Kate Neafus, widow of David B. Neafus, late of
Company C, Seventeenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

That the name of Phoebe Peak, widow of Joab Peak, late of
Company E, Fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that
she is now receiving. y

The name of Lucinda Hoskins, widow of James C. Hoskins, late
of Company C, Thirty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Laura F. Carr, widow of Lemuel N. Carr, late of
Company C, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment Ohio Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay here a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Cora E. Nolan, former widow of Henry D. Bur-
lingame, late of Company E, Nineteenth Regiment Minnesota
Volu:lht.eer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month,

The name of Effie Compton, widow of Willlam D. Compton, late
of Company A, One hundred and twentieth Regiment Illinois Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month, and $30 per month when it is shown that she has attained
the age of 60 years.

The name of Emma C. Campbell, widow of Samuel Campbell,
late of Company H, One hundred and third Regiment Illinois
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Emma E. Hudelson, widow of Robert D. Hudelson,
late of Company K, Fifty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary A. Runnion, widow of Hiram E. Runnion,
late of Company F, Becond Regiment North Carolina Mounted
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, and
gomper month when it is shown that she has attained the age

years.

The name of Annie M, Logan, widow of Herman N. Logan, late
of Company B, Thirty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In~-
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fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Harrlet E. Delay, widow of Willlam Warren Delay,
late of Troop E, Seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary Bell Hoggins, widow of Robert C. Hoggins,
late of Company C, Twenty-fourth Regiment Missouri Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Jane Graham, widow of Edward J. Graham, late
of Troop E, Seventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Martha E. McPherson, widow of Nimrod B. Mc-
Pherson, late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-third Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $30 per month.

The name of EKatharine Mertz, widow of Gottfried Mertz, late
of Battery I, First Regiment New York Light Artillery, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Nancy Copen, widow of Willlam Copen, late of
Company K, One hundred and ninety-third Regiment Ohio Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Emma E. Bennett, former widow of Isaac D.
Worster, late of Company E, Ninth Regiment New Hampshire
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 8§50 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Louisa A. Cleveland, widow of Charles Alonzo
Cleveland, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Fannie A. Enowles, widow of Harford B. Enowles,
late acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $25 per month in lleu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Sarah 8. Ward, widow of Willlam M. Ward, late
of Company G, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Nora Ernst, widow of John Ernst, late of Company
I, Two hundred and thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth May, widow of Thomas J. May, late of
Company A, Fifty-eighth Regiment New York National Guard
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary A. Woodworth, former widow of James 8.
Richardson, late of Troop D, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving. !

The name of Mary E. Tilford, widow of John W. Tilford, late of
Troop A, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Frieda Gilliland, widow of Willlam F. Gilliland,
late of Company E, Eighty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Lizzie Berry, widow of Wakefleld Berry, late of
Company D, Sixty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mollie A. Bellomy, widow of Robert Bellomy, late
of Troop K, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, and $30 per
month when it is shown that she has attained the age of 60 years.

The name of Mary Jane Simms, widow of Theodore Simms, late
of Company K, Thirtieth Regiment United States Colored Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mollie T. Graham, widow of Finley Graham, late of
Company F, Thirty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Francis Marion Loughead, helpless child of John
Loughead, late of Company E, Forty-second nt Missouri
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month.

The name of Minnie T. Harrls, widow of Willlam H. Harris, late
of Company C, Twelfth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Sarah E. Kinnear, widow of Thomas J. Kinnear,
late of Company L, Fifteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Engi-
neers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Caroline Voit, widow of Julius Voit, late of Com-
peny A, Nineteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of India V. Krch, widow of Francis A, Erch, late of
Company B, First Battalion Thirteenth United States Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Augusta Freeman, helpless child of Thomas B.
Freeman, late of Company K, Twenty-ninth Regiment Missouri
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month.

The name of Sarah Catherine Campbell, widow of James S.
Campbell, late of Company D, Eighteenth Regiment Illinois Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.
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The name of Margaret A. Looney, widow of Willlam Looney,
late of Troop C, Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Anna Kath, widow of Christian D. Kath, late of
Company C, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu gf that she Is
now receiving.

The name of Ann Lee, widow of Crawford Lee, late of Company
I, Sixty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Susan T. Clark, widow of Robert H. Clark, late of
Battery B, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Candalaria 8., de Chavez, widow of Blas Chavez,
late of Troop D, First Regiment New Mexico Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving,

The name of Elizabeth Williams, widow of Oliver J. Williams,
late of Troop B, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Mary A. Guptill, widow of Albért Guptill, late of
Company B, Fourth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Bridget Hagerty, widow of John Hagerty, late of
Troop C, Ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Salina E. Miller, widow of Charles C. Miller, late
of Troop A, Ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Alta Eimble, helpless child of Francis Kimble,
late of Company K, Forty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Clementine Ferris, widow of Simeon L. A. Ferris,
late of Troop L, Third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Mary J. Sweeney, widow of Robert E. Sweeney,
late of Company D, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now recei 4

The name of Elenor Eustis, widow of Lyman S. Eustis, late of
Company A, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving,.

The name of Nancy E. Eerrihard, widow of Henry C. Kerrihard,
late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment United States Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Julia C. Benner, widow of Daniel Benner, late of
Company G, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Illinois Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 830 per
month, .

The name of Mary E. Watson, former widow of John Wanless,
late lieutenant colonel Fifth Regiment United States Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lieu of that she Is now receiving.

The name of Nettle Jerome, widow of John Jerome, late of
Company B, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Ellen R. Copeland, widow of Exum Copeland, late
of Company D, Thirty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary Farrow, widow of Robert T. Farrow, late of
Company K, Eighty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth M. Clark, widow of Henry Clark, late of
Company K, Twenty-fifth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Libie Seals, widow of Isaac M. Seals, late of Com-
pany A, Ninth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary E. Davis, widow of James Davis, late of Com-
pany H, Fifth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Nancy C. Kays, widow of John Kays, late of Com-
pany I, Nineteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Samuel E. Brown, helpless child of Samuel E.
Brown, late of Company K, Thirty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volun-
teerthl.n.tantry. and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month.

The name of Nancy J. Hash, widow of Hugh Hash, late of Com-
pany C, Ninety-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving,

The name of Louisa Livingston, widow of Samuel Livingston,
late of Company C, Forty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pensgion at the rate of $50 per month in
lieu of that she is now recelving.
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The name of Elizabeth Reed, widow of John W. Reed, late of
Nineteenth Battery Indiana Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
Is now receiving.

The name of Rose M. Schaeffer, widow of Edward M. Schaeffer,
late hospital steward, United States Army, and pay her a pension
at the rate of 40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Susie M. Gilbert, widow of Franklin T. Gilbert, late
lieutenant colonel Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volunftaer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Catherine A. Tipson, former widow of Marcus M,
Holmes, late of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30
per month.

The name of Louise M. Barlow, former widow of Nathaniel A.
Tuttle, late of Company I, Eighteenth Regiment New Hampshire
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 850 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mariam Hill, widow of William Hill, late of Com-
pany H, Fiftleth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Emily M. Ryan, widow of Torrence E. Ryan, late
of Company B, One hundred and forty-first Regiment Illinois
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 50 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Rebecca Jane Day, widow of Peter A. Day, late
of Company G, Twelfth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now recelving.

The name of Margaret Hunt, former widow of James Crowley,
late of Twenty-first Company unattached Massachusetts Militia
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Hellanah Jane Fellows, widow of Peter Fellows,
late of Company B, Eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pensicn at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Henrietta Steele, widow of Jonathan M. Stesle,
late of Company I, Fortieth Regiment Eentucky Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of 50 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Adolia Bottsford, widow of John Bottsford, late of
Troop G, Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Levenia E. Irwin, widow of William M. Irwin, late
of Company H, Second Independent Battalion Pennsylvania Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary H. Rodgers, widow of James Rodgers, late
of Company C, One hundred and fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Margaret Cole, widow of Bennett Cole, late of
Battery M, Fifteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artil-
lery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Robert Page, helpless child of Reuben Page, late
of Company H, Fourth Regiment Provisional Missouri Militia,
and pay him a pension at the rate of 820 per month.

The name of Mildred A. Clough, widow of Charles F. Clough,
late of Company E, Fourth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Amy E. Edwards, widow of George W. Edwards,
late of Company A, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Maria L. Wood, widow of Francis Marion Wood,
late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-fiftth Regiment Ilii-
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 50
per month In lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Madora C. Brooks, widow of Benjamin J. Brooks,
late of Company K, Twenty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary E. Watson, widow of David M. Watson, late
of Company F, One hundred and forty-second Regiment New
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah L. Wilkinson, widow of Alfred G. Wilkinson,
late of Company K, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of 50 per month in lleu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Lizzie A. Foote, widow of George F, Foote, late of
Company E, Forty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary Bradley, widow of Jacob P. Bradley, late of
Company F, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Martha A, Odell, widow of Leonard Odell, late of
Company G, Fifth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.
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The name of George Ann Yankee, widow of David Yankee, late
of Troop F, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of 50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

ELEANORA EMMA BLISS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4910) grant-
ing a pension to Eleanora Emma Bliss, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment
in line 8, after the words “rate of ” to strike out * $5,000
per year” and insert “$75 per month,” so as to make the
bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pen-
sion roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension
laws, the name of Eleanora Emma Bliss, widow of Tasker H. Bliss,
late general, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the
rate of §75 per month in lieu of all other payments and allowances.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I should like to inguire
how the amount provided in this bill was arrived at. I note
the original bill introduced by the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania called for a pension of $5,000 a year and that the
Committee on Pensions has reported an amendment provid-
ing $75 per month.

Mr. REED. I was about to move to amend the committee
amendment.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I should like to know
upon what precedent or precedents was this sum arrived
at. I am told it is a very worthy and deserving case.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, General Bliss was one of the
three officers who held the rank of general during the course
of the World War. The other two were General Pershing
and General March. General Bliss was Chief of Staff from
September 23, 1917, to May 19, 1918. He had a long and
extremely distinguished career in the Army. He was known,
I believe, to almost all of us in the Senate, and I think he
was admired by us all.

The amount was fixed at $5,000 in the original bill because
a pension in that amount has been given to Mrs. Wood, the
widow of Gen. Leonard Wood, who had not attained the
same rank and had not carried the same responsibilities as
had General Bliss. Of course, these matters are largely
discretionary, but it seems to me that to offer Mrs. Bliss a
pension of $§75 a month, as is proposed by the committee
amendment, is almost shocking. I might add——

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Are Mrs, Bliss’s financial
resources extremely limited?

Mr. REED. I was about to say to the Senator that her
husband’s estate was very small. She was left the relatively
small house in which they lived here in Washington, but
that is very heavily encumbered. The balance of the estate
of General Bliss amounts to pretty nearly nothing, and the
pension is urgently needed to enable Mrs. Bliss to continue
to live in ordinary simple dignity.

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, I know the Senator wants
to be absolutely accurate, and I suggest to him that he read
the last portion of the report before he confirms that state-
ment.

Mr. REED. I think the report bears out what I said. I
quote from it as follows:

Claimant’s estate—

That is Mrs. Bliss’s estate—
consists of $26,000 in bonds—

Assume that they bear 5 per cent, and she will have an
income from that source of $1,300 a year—
$5,000 insurance—

That would give her $250 a year more—
$1,900 in cash, home place in Pennsylvania and in Washington,
the value of which is not shown; the home place in Washington
being heavily encumbered.

We have given pensions, as I say, to Mrs. Wood at $5,000
a year; to Mrs. Woodrow Wilson at $5,000—I should like
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to have seen it more, but Mrs. Wilson was not in the same
stress of need; to Mrs. Sheridan, $2,500—it ought to have
been more; to Mrs. Roosevelt, who I am told was not in
need, $5,000; to Mrs. Marshall, the widow of the Vice Presi-
dent whom we all knew and loved, $3,000. Congress has
been fairly generous with the widows of those distinguished
men. Therefore, I feel that I am moderate in my request
when I move fo amend the committee amendment to read
$3,600 per year.

Mr., WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, may I inter-
rupt to say that I think the Senate will reject the amend-
ment proposed by the Pensions Committee. I think the
sum asked, considering that the lady is 77 years of age, is a.
very moderate recognition of the invaluable services ren-
dered by this great soldier.

Mr. REED. Yes; she will not draw it for long, I will
accept the Senator’s suggestion.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I trust the Senator will with-
hold his amendment, and let us vote on the amendment
proposed by the committee.

Mr, FLETCHER. I think so myself, Mr. President. I was
going to suggest to the Senator, let us vote on the question of
agreeing or disagreeing to the committee amendment.

Mr. REED. I thank the Senator from Montana and the
Senator from Florida.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I wish to have the
honor and the pleasure of asking that the committee amend-
ment be rejected. I wish to go on record.

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, I have no fixed opinion as
to what this pension should be. The Senate committee rec-
ommended what the pension expert felt we had been doing
in other similar cases, taking into consideration the prop-
erty, age, service, and so on.

I know that Mrs. Marshall got some $2,500 or $3,000 a
year; but that case involved the element of poverty. The
widow of this distinguished general has more property than
she can make any use of during her life. They are not
parallel cases.

I want to say to the Senate that if you want to be liberal
in these cases, the Pensions Committee will have to follow
your suggestion and do the same thing in other matters.
It is just the beginning of a new policy if we are going to
vote $5,000 pension in cases of this kind.

Mr. HEFLIN. - Mr. President, I am a member of the Pen-
sions Committee, and I am going to vote for the amend-
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania. The widow of this
distinguished American general is about 77 or 78 years old
now. Her property is heavily encumbered. Times are
hard—

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, the Senator did not lis-
ten to the report. The lady has two properties, one home
in Washington and one in Pennsylvania. One of them is
encumbered.

Mr. HEFLIN. Well, times are hard now, and people can
not pay rent. Because of her advanced age and the fact
that her property is encumbered, I think the Senate would
acquit itself well if it granted the reguest of the Senator
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I wish to recur to an ob-
servation made by the Senator from South Dakota, the
chairman of the Committee on Pensions [Mr. Norseck], in
which he stated that we would be adopting a new rule. I
beg leave to suggest to the able Senator that so far from
establishing a new policy we should adhere to the rule we
have heretofore set up. We have granted much larger pen-
sions to the widows of other distinguished men, as indicated
by the speech of the Senator from Pennsylvania, and now
to offer Mrs. Bliss this relatively small sum would, in my
judgment, be a reproach rather than an honor; and I favor
rejecting the amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree-
ing to the amendment proposed by the committee.

The amendment was rejected.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.
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HELEN K. SNOWDEN

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4328) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Helen K. Snowden, which had
been reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment on page 1, line 9, after the words “ sum of,” to
strike out “ $75” and insert “ $100,” so as to make the bill
read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the
name of Helen K. Snowden, widow of Admiral Thomas Snowden,
late division and squadron commander of the Atlantic Fleet during
the Great War and until February, 1919, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $100 per month in lleu of that she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

LOIS CRAMTON

The bill (H. R. 12023) to repeal the provision of law
granting a pension to Lois Cramton was considered, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That so much of the act entitled “An act
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers,
sallors, and marines of the Civil War and certain widows and dé-
pendent children of soldiers, sailors, and marines of said war,”
approved February 13, 1929, as reads * The name of Lols Cramton,
widow of Alonzo Cramton, late of Company I, Eighth Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $30 per month,” is hereby repealed.

£ CLOSING OF STREETS, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5655) to
authorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to
close streets, roads, highways, or alleys in the District of
Columbia rendered useless or unnecessary, and for other
purposes, which had been reported from the Committee on
the District of Columbia with an amendment, on page 3,
line 11, after the word “ closing,” to insert “ The said com-
missioners shall, not later than 14 days in advance of such
hearing, serve notice of such hearing, in writing, by regis-
tered mail, on each owner of property abutting the street,
road, highway, or alley, or part thereof, proposed to be
closed, or if the owner can not be located the advertisement
provided for above shall be deemed sufficient legal notice,”
s0 as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of
Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized to close any street,
road, highway, or alley, or any part of any street, road, highway,
or alley, in the District of Columbia when, in the judgment of said
commissioners, such street, road, highway, or alley, or such part
of a street, road, highway, or alley has been rendered useless or
unnecessary, the title to the land embraced within the public
space so0 closed to revert to the owners of the abutting property:
Provided, That if the title to such land be in the United Btates
the property shall not revert to the owners of the abutting prop-
erty but may be sold as provided in section 1608-a of the Code of
Law for the District of Columbla, unless the use of such land is
requested by some other department, bureau, or commission of the
Government of the United States for purposes not otherwise incon-
sistent with the proper development of the District of Columbia:
Provided further, That the sald closing by said commissioners is
made expedient or advisable by reason of change in the highway
plan or by reason of provision for access to the abutting property
and the convenience of the public by other street, road, highway,
or alley facilities, or by reason of the acquisition by the District of
Columbia or by the United States of America, for school, park,
playground, or other public purposes, of all the property abutting
on the street, road, highway, or alley, or part of a street, road,
highway, or alley, proposed to be closed, or for other public rea-
sons: And provided further, That the said cl of a street, road,
highway, or alley, or a part thereof, shall have the approval of the
National Capital Park and Planning Commission.

Sec. 2. That whenever a street, road, highway, or alley, or part
of a street, road, highway, or alley, is proposed to be closed under
the provisions of this act, the Commissioners of the District of
Columbia shall cause public notice of intention to be given by
advertisement for not less than 14 consecutive days, exclusive of
Sundays and holidays, in a daily newspaper of general circulation
printed and published in the District of Columbia, to the effect
that a public hearing will be held at a time and place stated in
the notice for the hearing of objections, if any, to such closing.
The sald commissioners shall, not later than 14 days in advance
of such hearing, serve notice of such hearing, in writing, by reg-
istered mail, on each owner of property abutting the street, road,
highway, or alley, or part thereof, proposed to be closed, or if the
owner can not be located the advertisement provided for above
shall be deemed sufficient legal notice. A% such hearing a map
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showing the proposed closing shall be exhibited, and the property
owners or their representatives, and any other persons interested,
shall be given an opportunity to be heard.

Sec. 3. After such public hearing the said commissioners, if
they are satisfied that the proposed closing will be in the public
interest, and that such closing will not be detrimental to the
rights of the owners of the property abutting on the street, road,
highway, or alley, or part of a street, road, highway, or alley,
proposed to be closed, nor cause unreasonable inconvenience to
or adverse effect upon the owner or owners of any property abut-
ting on streets connected therewith, nor unreasonably infringe
the rights of the public to use such street, road, highway, or
alley, shall cause to be prepared a plat or plats showing the street,
road, highway, or alley, or part thereof, proposed to be closed and
the area to be apportioned to each owner of property abutting
thereon: Provided, That if the approval of the proposed closing
by the said commissioners shall be conditioned upon the dedica-
tion of any other areas for street, highway, or alley purposes,
and/or the retention by the District of Columbia of specified
rights of way for any public purpose, and/or any other reserva-
tions deemed expedient or advisable by sald commissioners, such
plat or plats shall also show the parcels of land so dedicated, and/or
the reserved rights of way, and/or by certificate thereon any such
reservations deemed expedient or advisable by the said Commis-
sloners of the District of Columbia.

Sec.4. If, after such hearing, the commissioners are of
the opinion that any streef, road, highway, or alley, or
part thereof, should be closed, they shall prepare an order
closing the same and shall cause public notice of such order
to be given by advertisement for 14 consecutive days, ex-
clusive of Sundays and legal holidays, in at least two dally
newspapers of general circulation printed and published in the
District of Columbia, and shall serve a copy of such order on
each property owner abutting the street, road, highway, or alley,
or part thereof, proposed to be closed by such order, and such
notice shall be served on the owner in person, or by leaving a
copy at the residence of such owner, or if the owner can not be
located the advertisement provided for above shall be deemed
sufficient legal notice; or if he be a nonresident of the District of
Columbia, by sending a copy thereof by registered mail to his
last known place of address: Provided, That if no objection in
writing be made to the commissioners by any party interested
within 30 days after the service of such notice, then the said
order shall immediately become effective; and the said order and
plat or plats as provided for herein shall be ordered by the Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia recorded in the office of
the surveyor of the District of Columbia.

Bec. 5. When any such objection shall be filed with the com-
missioners as provided in the foregoing section, then the Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia shall institute a proceed-
ing in rem in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia
looking to the closing of such street, road, highway, or alley, or
part thereof, and its abandonment for street, highway, or alley
purposes, and to the ascertainment of damages and the assess-
ment of benefits resulting from such closing and abandonment.
Such proceeding shall be conducted in like manner as proceed-
ings for the condemnation of land for streets, under the pro-
visions of chapter 15, subchapter 1, of the Code of Law for the
District of Columbia, and such closing and abandonment shall be
effective when the damages and benefits shall have been so ascer-
tained and the verdict confirmed.

Sec. 6. Any damages awarded in any proceedings under section
5 of this act, together with the costs of the proceedings, shall be
payable from the indefinite annual appropriation for opening, ex-
tending, straightening, or widening of any street, avenue, road, or
highway in accordance with the plan of the permanent system
of highways of the District of Columbia. Any benefits assessed
azainst private property in any such proceedings shall be a lien
upon such property and shall be collected in like manner as
provided in section 491-] of the Code of Law for the District of
Columbla.

Sec. 7. In any proczedings under section 5 or section 6 of this
act it shall be optional with the commissioners either to abide by
the verdict and proceed with the proposed closing, or within a
reasonable time to be fixed by the court in its order confirming
the verdict, to abandon the proposed closing without being liable
for damages therefor.

Sec. 8. Nothing in this act shall be construed to repeal the pro-
visions of any existing law authorizing the Commissioners of the
District of Columbia to close streets, roads, highways, or alleys,
not inconsistent with the provisions of this act, but all such laws
shall remain in full force and effect; and in any case to which
more than one of these laws is applicable, the Commissioners of
the District of Columbia may elect the one under which they will
proceed.

The amendment was agreed fto.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

CHACO CANYON NATIONAL MONUMENT, N. MEX.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 10576) to
authorize exchange of lands with owners of private-land
holdings within the Chaco Canyon National Monument,
N. Mex., and for other purposes, which had been reported
from the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys with an
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amendment, on page 3, line 20, after the word “ Research,”
to strike out “and” and insert “the,” so as to make the
bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior, for the

any or all alienated lands within
Canyon National Monument, N, Mex., as now or as may be

after defined, by accepting from the owners of such allenated lands
complete relinquishment thereof and by granting and patenting
to the owners, In exchange therefor, surveyed, nonmineral, and

are located: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interlor shall, on
application or otherwise, designate public lands subject to ex-
change under this act which are, in his opinion, chiefly valuable
for grazing and raising forage crops, do not contaln merchantable
timber, are not susceptible of irrigation from any known source of
water supply, are not embraced in a valid claim, and are of quality
similar to the alienated lands offered in exchange: And provided
further, That any owner of patented lands in the monument now
owning other lands adjoining said monument, which may be
separated by the acquisition of land in the monument by the
United States under the provisions hereof, shall be, and is hereby,
authorized to drive stock across sald monument at an accessible
location, which may be approved by the Secretary of the Interior,
which right shall also accrue to any successor in interest to said
adjoining lands, or to any lessee of such lands.

Sec, 2. That the value of all patented lands within said monu-
ment offered for exchange, and the value of the lands of the
United States to be given in exchange therefor, shall be ascertained
in such manner as the Secretary of the Interior may direct; and
the owners of such alienated lands within said monument shall,
before any exchange is effective, furnish the Secretary of the
Interior evidence satisfactory to him of title to the patented lands
offered in exchange; and lands conveyed to the United States
under this act shall be and remain a part of the Chaco Canyon
National Monument.

Sec. 3. That in the acquisition on behalf of the United States
under authority of law of any of the following-described land, to
wit: Section 13, In township 21 north, range 11 west; section 17,
in township 21 north, range 10 west; section 21, in township 21
north, range 10 west; section 8, in township 21 north, range 11
west: and section 11, in township 21 north, range 11 west, owned
by the University of New Mexico, the Museum of New Mexico,
and/or the School of American Research, the said Secretary may
accept title thereto subject to such reservations by the grantor
or grantors as will enable the said Unlversity of New Mexico, the
Museum of New Mexico, and/or the School of American Research
to continue seclentific research thereon: Provided, That such use
shall not interfere with the administration of said area for
national-monument purposes: And provided further, That upon
relinquishment to the United States of any of the rights reserved
by any grantor pursuant hereto the Secretary of the Interior may,
in his discretion, grant the right to sald University of New
Mexico, the Museum of New Mexico, and/or the School of
American Research similar rights with reference to other ruins and
locations within said monument in lieu thereof.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena-
tor from New Mexico whether this bill takes from the In-
dians any of the lands which they now own, or whether, if
there is an exchange, it is to be a fair exchange, acre for
acre; or, if the land which they receive is superior in quality,
whether they will receive at least an equal amount in value?

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. Presideni, the lands involved here
are in a national monument. The Indians have no interest
in them. About half of the lands within the exterior bound-
aries of the monument are in private ownership. This bill
merely authorizes the exchange of lands on the public do-
main of equal value for the privately owned lands within
the national monument in order that the Park Service may
administer the monument and preserve it for arch=ological
purposes. That is the purport of the bill. It does not con-
cern the Indians in any respect.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 2977) for the refund of estate tax erroneously
collected was announced as next in order.

SeverAL SEnaTors. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over. ;
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LANDS IN MINIDOEA COUNTY, IDAHO

The bill (H. R. 9987 to provide for the relinquishment by
the United States of certain lands to the city of Rupert in
the county of Minidoka, in the State of Idaho, was consid-
ered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby
authorized to quitclalm to the city of Rupert in the county of
Minidoks, in the State of Idaho, all of the right, title, and interest
of the United States in or to that certain tract of land in the
Government town site of Rupert on the Minidoka reclamation
project, more precisely bounded and described as follows: Begin-
ning at the northeast corner section 29, fownship 9 south, range
24 east, Boise meridian; thence south 6 minutes west 21.1 feet
along the section line; thence south 45 degrees 22 minutes west
along the Oregon Short Line Railroad right of way 38,730.8 feet
to a point on the east and west center line of sald section 29;
thence south 89 degrees 56 minutes west along said center line
114 feet; thence north 45 degrees 22 minutes east 3,801.3 feet to
a point on the section line between sections 20 and 21; thence
south 6 minutes west along sald section line 91.5 feet to the point
of beginning, as shown on the official plat of the town site of
Rupert, Idaho, said tract of land containing 7 acres more or less.

HOT SPRINGS NATIONAL PARK, ARK.

The bill (H. R. 13249) to authorize the acceptance of a
tract of land adjoining Hot Springs National Park, Ark., and
for other purposes, was considered, read the third time, and

passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he
is hereby, authorized, in his discretion and upon submission of
evidence of title satisfactory to him, to accept on behalf of the
United States of America that certain tract of land adjoining the
Hot Springs Natlonal Park, Ark., described as being a part of the
north half southwest quarter section 27, township 2 south, range
19 west, west of the ninety-third meridian, In Garland County,
Ark., and which has been tendered to the United States of America
as a donation and as an addition to the sald Hot.Springs National
Park: Provided, That such land when accepted by the Secretary of
the Interior shall be and remain a part of the Hot Springs National
Park.

SAN BERNARDINO AND CLEVELAND NATIONAL FORESTS

The bill (H. R. 13547) to safeguard the validity of permits -
to use recreational areas in the San Bernardino and Cleve-
land National Forests was considered, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That where a speclal-use permit to use, for
other than pasture purposes, a tract of land not ex 160
acres in area, in the San Bernardino and Cleveland National
Forests, has been issued under the regulations of the Secretary
of Agriculture, the land so rented shall not be subject to appro-
priation, entry, alienation, or adverse use or occupancy uniess such
permit is discontinued or revoked.

HOT SPRINGS NATIONAL PARK

The bill (H. R. 15867) to provide for the retention by the
United States of a site within the Hot Springs National Park
formerly occupied by the Arlington Hotel and Bathhouse,
for park and landscape purposes was considered, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the site within the Hot Springs National
Park fronting on Central Avenue and on Fountain Street, leased
by the Secretary of the Interior pursuant to the authority of the
act of August 24, 1912, to the Arlington Hotel Co., and occupied
by the hotel and bathhouse building of sald company until it
burned on April 5, 1923, shall upon the expiration on March 6,
1932, of the existing lease therefor with the sald Arlington Hotel
Co., be kept, retained, and mainteined by the United States for
park and landscaping purposes; and no new lease shall be granted
by the Secretary of the Interior for the erection of another hotel,
bathhouse, or other structure thereon.

MESA VERDE NATIONAL PARK, COLO.

The bill (H. R. 15876) to provide for the addition of cer-
tain lands to the Mesa Verde National Park, Colo., and for
other purposes, was considered, read the third time, and

passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of protecting the
scenery along the Point Lookout Road between the north bound-
ary of the Mesa Verde National Park and this road’s juncture
with the Cortez-Mancos Road, the President of the United States
is hereby authorized, upon the recommendation of the Secretary
of the Interior, to add to the said Mesa Verde National Park, Colo.,
by executive proclamation, a strip of land 260 feet wide along and
including said Point Lookout Road, and the triangle formed by
the fork in sald road and such other public land along or adjacent
to said road and right of way and lands as may be acquired by
gift or by exchanges as herelnafter provided, which lands shall
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thereupon become and be a part of said park subject to all laws
and regulations applicable thereto.

Sgc. 2. That for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of
this act the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to
accept donations of land or right of way, or to acquire title to
any land along or adjacent to the sald Point Lookout Road as
may be deemed desirable by him for the protection of sald road,
by exchange for any unappropriated public lands within sections
29 and 32, township 36 west, range 14 west, New Mexico principal
meridian of equal value; the value of the lands offered for ex-
change hereunder and the value of the lands of the United States
to be selected therefor shall be ascertained In such manner as the
Secretary of the Interior may direct; and the owners of lands
offered to the United States pursuant hereto shall, before the ex-
change is effective, furnish the Secretary of the Intferlor evidence
satisfactory to him of title to the lands offered in exchange.

WASHAKIE NATIONAL FOREST, WYO.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5588) to
add certain public lands to the Washakie National Forest,
Wyo., which had been reported from the Committee on
Public Lands and Surveys with amendments, on page 1, line
9, after the word “ quarter ” where it first occurs, to insert
“north half ”; in the same line, after the word “ quarter ”
where it occurs the second time, to strike out “ of section 13,
township quarter of ”’; in line 10, after the words just pro-
posed to be stricken out, to insert “and”; in line 10, after
the words “ quarter of ” where they occur the second time,
to insert “ the southeast quarter of,” so as to make the bill
read:

Be it enacted, ete, That the following-described public lands
be, and the same are hereby, added to and made a part of the
Washakie National Forest, Wyo., and are to be hereafter admin-
istered under the laws and regulations relating to national forests:

Northeast quarter, southeast quarter of the northwest quarter,
north half of the southeast quarter and the southeast quarter of
the southeast quarter of section 13, township 43 north, range 108
west, sixth principal meridian; all of section 19, all of section 27,
north half of section 28, north half, north half of the southwest
quarter of section 20, northeast quarter of section 30, west half
of the northeast quarter, northwest quarter, southwest quarter,
west half of the southeast quarter, southeast quarter of the south-
east quarter of section 35, township 43 north, range 107 west,
sixth principal meridian: Provided, That the inclusion of any of
the aforesald land in the Washakie National Forest shall not
affect adversely any valid application or entry pending at the date
of the approval of this act.

The amendments were agreed fo.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the
bill to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 15877) to authorize exchanges of land with
owners of private-land holdings within the Craters of the
Moon National Monument was announced as next in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

COLUMBIA CASUALTY CO.

« The bill (S. 1876) for the relief of the Columbia Casualty
Co. was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, eic, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to redeem United States
Treasury certificate of indebtedness, No, 14559, in the denomina-
tion of 810,000, Series T. M. 1924, dated March 15, 1923, and ma-
turing March 15, 1924, with interest at the rate of 415 per cent
per annum from March 15, 1923, to March 15, 1924, in favor of the
Columbia Casualty Co., of New York, N. Y., or its assigns, without
presentation of the sald certificate, the certificate of indebtedness
having been lost, stolen, or destroyed: Provided, That the said
certificate of indebtedness shall not have been previously pre-
sented for payment, and that no payment shall be made here-
under for any coupons which shall have been previously presented
and paid: And provided further, That the sald Columbia Casualty
Co., of New York, N. Y., shall first file in the Depart-
ment a bond in the penal sum of double the amount of the lost,
stolen, or destroyed Treasury certificate of indebtedness and the
interest payable thereon, in such form and with such surety or
sureties as may be acceptable to the Secretary of the Treasury, to
indemnify and save harmless the United States from any loss on
account of the lost, stolen, or destroyed certificate of indebted-
ness herein described.

AMENDMENT OF ACT OF MAY 23, 1930

The bill (S. 5557) to amend the act of May 23, 1930 (46
Stat. 378) was considered by the Senate, and was read, as
follows:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

4477 -

Be it enacted, ete., That section 1 of the act of May 23, 1930
(46 Stat. 378), entitled “ an act to eliminate certain lands from the
Tusayan National Forest, Ariz., as an addition to the Western
Navajo Indian Reservation,” be, and the same is hereby, amended
so as to include the following-described lands subject to all the
conditions and provisions of sald act: Sections 10 to 15, inclusive,
sections 22 to 27, inclusive, sections 34 to 36, inclusive, township
27 north, range 6 east, all of township 27 north, range 7 east; sec-
tions 4 to 9, 16 to 21, 29 to 32, all inclusive, in township 27 north,
range 8 east; sections 1 and 2, the east half of section 8, the east
half of section 10, sections 11 and 12, township 26 north, range
T east; sections 5 to 8, Inclusive, township 26 north, range 8 east,
Gila and Salt River meridian, Arizona.

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of arriving at the values and areas
of lleu lands to which private landowners are entitled, under
the act of May 23, 1930, as hereby amended, the value of
the improvements on all privately owned lands to be conveyed
or relinquished to the United States for the benefit of the Indians
shall be taken into consideration and full credit in the form of
lands shall be allowed therefor: Provided, That the State of
Arizona may relinquish such lands as it sees fit, acquired pursuant
to the enabling act of June 20, 1910 (36 Stat. L. 657), which may
be desired as lieu land, and the State shall have the right to select
other unreserved and undisposed of nonmineral public lands
within the State of Arizona equal in area to that relinquished,
the lieu selections to be made by the State in the same manner
as is provided for in sald enabling act.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I wish to inquire of the Sen-
ator from Arizona if this bill has to do with an Indian
reservation.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, the bill adds about 22,000
acres to the Navajo Indian Reservation by exchange of
lands within a checkerboard of alternate sections owned by
private parties and used for sheep grazing. The private
parties have complained bitterly that the Indians occupying
the other sections of the checkerboard have so utilized their
land that they can obtain no revenue from it. This bill
authorizes a surrender of these private lands to become a
part of the Navajo Indian Reservation, and permits the
private landowners to select about 22,000 acres of land else-
where in the State of Arizona under regulations made by
the Secretary of the Interior.

Mr. KING. Of the same quality?

Mr. HAYDEN. Of the same value.
changed are identical.

Mr. KING. Are these lands owned by the Santa Fe Rail-
road?

Mr. HAYDEN. No; the lands mentioned in the bill were
originally granted to the Aflantic & Pacific Railroad Co., but
are owned at the present time by Campbell, Francis & Co.,
of Flagstaff, Ariz. |

The bill was ordered o be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

CANYON DE CHELLY NATIONAL MONUMENT

The bill (S. 5586) to authorize the President of the United
States to establish the Canyon de Chelly National Monu-
ment within the Navajo Indian Reservation, Ariz., was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr, President, an identical bill, H. R.
15987, has passed the House. I ask that the Committee on
Indian Affairs be discharged from the consideration of that
bill, and that it be substituted for the Senate bill and passed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, that
order will be entered.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 15987)
to authorize the President of the United States to establish
the Canyon de Chelly National Monument within the
Navajo Indian Reservation, Ariz., which was considered,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That with the consent of the tribal council
of the Navajo Tribe of Indians the President of the United States
is hereby authorized to establish by presidential proclamation the
Canyon de Chelly National Monument, within the Navajo Indian
Reservation, Ariz., including the lands hereinafter described.

Township 4 north, range 7 west, north half section 5, and
northeast quarter section 6; township 5 north, range 7 west, south
half section 15, section 19, south half section 20, section 21, sec-
tion 22, south half section 23, north half section 26, north half
section 27, north half section 28, sections 29, 30, 31, and 32;
township 3 north, range 8 west, section 4, east half section 5;
township 4 north, range 8 west, sections 6 and 7, southwest
quarter section 17, sections 18 and 19, west half and southeast

quarter section 20, sections 29 and 30, north half section 31,
sections 32 and 33; township 5 north, range 8 west, section 7,

The values to be ex-
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section 18, south half section 14, south half section 15, south
half and northwest quarter section 16, sections 17 to 24, inclu-
sive, north half section 25, north half section 26, section 2T,
north half and southeast quarter section 28, north half section
29, north half section 80 and southwest quarter section 31; town-
ship 6 north, range 8 west, north half section 3, sections 4 to 8,
inclusive, west half section 18 and northwest quarter section 19;
township 7 north, range 8 west, south half section 33, section 34
and west half section 35; township 4 north, range 9 west, sections
1 to 8, inclusive, east half section 4, north half section 10, north
half section 11, sections 12 and 13, east half section 24 and east
half section 25; township 5 north, range 9 west, sections 4 to 81,
inclusive, east half section 33, and sections 34 to 36, inclusive;
township 6 north, range 9 west, sections 1 to 3, inclusive, sections
10 to 15, inclusive, sections 21 to 23, inclusive, sections 10 to 15,
inclusive, sections 21 to 23, inclusive, north half section 24; north
half section 26, sections 27 to 29, inclusive, southeast quarter sec-
tion 30, and sections 31 to 34, inclusive; township 5 north, range
10 west, sections 1 to 18, inclusive, north half section 22, sections
23 to 25, inclusive, north half section 26, and north half section
36; township 6 north, range 10 west, east half section 84, section
35, and south half section 36, embracing about 83,840 acres of un-
surveyed land, all west of the Navajo meridian, in Arizona.

Sec. 2. That nothing herein shall be construed as in any way
impairing the right, title, and interest of the Navajo Tribe of
Indians which they now have and hold to all lands and minerals,
including oil and gas, and the surface use of such lands for
agricultural, grazing, and other purposes, except as hereinafter
defined; and the said tribe of Indians shall be, and is hereby,
granted the preferential right, under regulations to be prescribed
by the Secretary of the Interior, of furnishing riding animals
for the use of visitors to the monument.

Sec. 3. That the National Park Service, under the direction of
the Secretary of the Interior, is hereby charged with the admin-
istration of the area of said national monument, so far as it
applies to the care, maintenance, preservation, and restoration of
the prehistoric ruins, or other features of scientific or historical
interest within the area, and shall have the right to construct
upon the lands such roads, trails, or other structures or im-
provements as may be necessary in connection with the admin-
istration and protection of the monument, and also the right
to provide facilitles of any nature whatsoever required for -the
care and accommodation of visitors to the monument.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, Sen-
ate bill 5586 will be indefinitely postponed.

SALE OF CHIPPEWA INDIAN LAND TO STATE OF MINNESOTA

The bill (8. 5522) providing for sale of Chippewa Indian
land to the State of Minnesota was announced as next in
order.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I move that Order of Busi-
ness 1462, House bill 15590, be substituted for the Senate
bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, that
order will be made.

The bill (H. R. 15590) providing for the sale of Chippewa
Indian land to the State of Minnesota was considered, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby
authorized and directed to convey to the State of Minnesota the
northeast quarter of the southeast quarter of section 35, township
143 north, range 87 west, fifth principal meridian, in the
State of Minnesota, situated in the ceded portion of the White
Earth Indian Reservation, upon the payment by the State of
Minnesota of the sum of $185, being the price of the land and
the timber, as provided by the acts of January 14, 1889 (25 Stat.
L. 642), and June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. L. 862).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, Sen-
ate bill 5522 will be indefinitely postponed.

PER CAPITA PAYMENT TO CHIPPEWA INDIANS

The bill (S. 4830) providing for payment of $100 to each
enrolled Chippewa Indian of Minnesota from the funds
standing to their credit in the Treasury of the United States
was announced as next in order.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I move that Order of Busi-
ness 1450, House bill 13528, be substituted for this bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, that
order will be entered.

The bill (H. R. 13528) providing for payment of $25 to
each enrolled Chippewa Indian of Minnesota from the funds
standing to their credit in the Treasury of the United States
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is author-
ized and directed to withdraw from the Treasury so much as may
be necessary of the principal fund on deposit to the credit of the

Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, under section 7 of
the act entitled “An act for the relief and civilization of the
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Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota,” approved January
14, 1889, as amended, and to make therefrom payment of $25 to
each enrolled Chippewa Indian of Minnesota, under such regula-
tions as such Secretary shall prescribe. No payment shall be
made under this act until the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota
shall, in such manner as such secretary shall prescribe, have ac-
cepted such payments and ratified the provisions of this act. The
money pald to the Indians under this act shall not be subject to
any lien or claim of whatever nature against any of said Indians.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Without objection, Senate
bill 4830 will be indefinitely postponed.

WILLIAM S. LEWIS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5120) to
reimburse William 8. Lewis for his traveling expenses as
counsel for the Spokane Indians, which had been reported
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment,
to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert:

That tribal funds belonging to the Spokane Indians in not to
exceed the sum of $2,000 are hereby made avallable for the pay-
ment of necessary expenses heretofore or hereafter incurred by
the attorney or attorneys of record under contract with said
Indians, and the accounting officers of the United States are hereby
authorized to allow expenditure from such funds when approved
by the Secretary of the Interior in not to exceed the aggregate

sum herein authorized.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the suggested amendment to
the title must be an error. The committee propose to amend
the bill to read: “A bill for the relief of Harvey K. Meyer,
and for other purposes.” It should be, “A bill to provide
for the payment of attorneys’ expenses in connection with
Indian litigation,” or something of the kind.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the
title will be stated.

The Crier CLERK. On page 2, the committee propose to
amend the title so as to read: “A hill for the relief of Har-
vey K. Meyer, and for other purposes.”

Mr. JONES. I can not see how that has anything to do
with the bill. Harvey K. Meyer is not mentioned; and the
title of the bill ought to be amended to read “A hbill provid-
ing for the payment of attorneys’ fees,” and so forth.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls attention
of the Senator from North Dakota to the colloquy.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, that is evidently a mis-
take, as the Senator from Washington states. The title
should be amended to read, substantially, “ For the payment
of Attorney Lewis for attorneys’ fees in connection with this
litigation.”

Mr. JONES. Attorney Lewis should not be mentioned in
the bill or in the title, according to the suggested amend-
ment of the committee. The committee strikes out all after
the enacting clause and makes a general provision for the
payment of attorneys’ fees.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senatdr
a question? How do we know, then, that Mr. Lewis is go-
ing to get the money? If seems to be intended to pay
Lewis, who has paid out of his own pocket this money.

Mr. JONES. He can make his claim to the Indian Office,
according to the terms of the bill. I should say that the
title should be “A bill to provide for the payment of attor-
neys’ fees in Indian cases.”

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, let me suggest
to the Senator from Washington that, instead of saying
“William S. Lewis,” all it is necessary to do is to insert
“ the attorney or attorneys of record.”

Mr. JONES. That is right, “ To reimburse the attor-
neys of record in Indian cases.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the form of words now
satisfactory to the friends of the bill?

Mr. JONES., Yes; I think so.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
title will be amended as suggested.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, the measure relates to
the Spokane Indians.

Mr. JONES. The Senator from Florida is correct, Mr.
President, and I move that the title be amended so as to
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read, “An act to provide for the payment of traveling ex-
penses of attorneys of record out of the tribal funds of the
Spokane Indians.”

The amendment to the title was agreed to.

LANDS OF FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES

The bill (S. 5553) to amend section 3 of the act approved
May 10, 1928, entitled “An act to extend the period of re-
striction in lands of certain members of the Five Civilized
Tribes, and for other purposes,” was announced as next in
order.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, Calendar 1447
is the same as Calendar 1449, and I move that House bill
15772 to amend section 3 of the act approved May 10, 1928,
entitled “An act to extend the period of restriction in lands
of certain members of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for other
purposes,” be substituted for Calendar 1447.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to
consider the bill, which was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of the Act of May 10, 1928
entitled “An act to extend the period of restriction in lands of
certain members of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for other pur-
poses,” be amended to read as follows:

“ Sgc. 3. That all minerals, including oil and gas, produced on
or after April 26, 1931, from restricted allotted lands of members
of the Five Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma, or from inherited re-
stricted lands of full-blood Indian helrs or devisees of such lands,
shall be subject to all State and Federal taxes of every kind and
character the same as those produced from lands owned by other
citizens of the State of Oklahoma; and the Secretary of the In-
terior is hereby authorized and directed to cause to be paild, from
the individual Indian funds held under his supervision and con-
trol and belonging to the Indian owners of the lands, the tax or
taxes so assessed against the royalty interest of the respective
Indian owners in such oil, gas, and other mineral production:
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to impose
or provide for double taxation and, in those cases where the ma-
chinery or equipment used in producing ofl or other minerals on
restricted Indian lands are subject to the ad valorem tax of the
State of Oklahoma for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, the
gross production tax which is in lieu thereof shall not be imposed
prior to July 1, 1831.”

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator what
tax would be imposed upon the Indians under this measure?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. No tax will be imposed upon
the Indians. There are certain lands in Oklahoma leased
for oil. So long as the lands are under restrictions the oil
company pays a tax upon an ad valorem basis. Unless Con-
gress extends the restrictions some of the lands will become
free on the 26th day of April of this year. If this bill is not
passed, from the 26th day of April of this year until the

“1st of July there will be double taxation upon this class
of land—an ad valorem tax and a gross-production tax.
This bill has the particular purpose of relieving that possible
double taxation. The oil companies will pay until July
1 an ad valorem rate, and after that time they will pay a
gross-production tax, under the Oklahoma State law. This
only applies to the time between April 26 and July 1 of this
year. Its purpose is to prevent double taxation of this class
of property.

Mr. KING. Very well.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the th.ird
time, and passed.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore.
indefinitely postponed.

QUARANTINE INSPECTION SERVICE

The bill (8. 5743) to authorize 24-hour guarantine inspec-
tion service in certain ports of the United States, and for
other purposes, was announced as next in order.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Com-
merce with amendments, on page 3, affer section 16, to add
a second paragraph, as follows:

The provisions of the act of June 5, 1920 (41 Stat. 875) relating
to the schedule of fees and rates of charges to be adopted and

promulgated by the Secretary of the Treasury at the New York
quarantine station is hereby repealed.

On page 4, after line 5, insert the following new section:

Sec. 3. Whenever steamship companies desiring the benefits of
such extended quarantine service at any port shall offer to advance
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funds in order to permit the immediate institution of such serv-
ice at such port, the Becretary of the Treasury may, in his dis-
cretion, receive such funds and expend the same for such purpose;
and the moneys so contributed shall be repaid by the Se

cretary,
without interest, from any funds appropriated under authority of
section 2 of this act.

So as to make the bill read:

A bill to authorize 24-hour quarantine inspection service in certain
ports of the United States, and for other purposes

Be it enacted, ete., That the act entitled “An act granting addi-
tional quarantine powers and imposing additional duties upon the
Marine Hospital Service,” approved February 15, 1893, as amended,
is further amended by adding at the end thereof the following
new sections:

“ 8ec. 13. The original bills of health required to be obtained in
duplicate in forelgn ports under the provisions of section 2 of this
act shall be presented to the collector of customs in accordance
with the provisions of section 5 of this act, and the duplicate
copies of such bills of health shall be presented to the quarantine
officer at the time quarantine inspection is performed by him.

*“ Bec. 14. The Secretary of the Treasury shall establish by regu-
lation the hours during which quarantine service shall be per-
formed at each quarantine station, and, upon application by any
interested party, may establish quarantine inspection during the
24 hours of the day, or any fraction thereof, at such quarantine
stations as, in his judgment, require such extended service; but
the Secretary may restrict the performance of quarantine inspec-
tion to hours of daylight for such arriving vessels as can not, in
his opinion, be satisfactorily inspected during hours of darkness.
Nothing herein contained, however, shall be construed to require
a vessel upon arriving at the gquarantine anchorage to undergo
quarantine inspection during the hours of darkness, unless the
quarantine officer at such quarantine station shall deem an imme-
diate inspection necessary to protect the public health; nor shall
any provision of this act be construed to require uniformity in
the regulations governing the hours during which guarantine
lslilzsg:ction may be obtained at the various ports of the United

ates.

“8ec. 15. The certificate of health required by section 5 of this
act shall, upon the arrival of any vessel from forelgn ports at the
anchorage or place established for quarantine inspection purposes
in any port of the United States, be procurable at any time within
which quarantine services are performed at such station from the
quarantine health officer, following satisfactory inspection.

“8ec. 16, The Secretary of the is authorized and
directed to prescribe a schedule of charges for quarantine services
rendered to vessels at each of the national quarantine stations,
which ghall be reasonable and uniform for all ports,
including the port of New York. The quarantine officer in each
port of entry shall promptly forward to the collector of customs
at such port an itemized statement of the quarantine services
rendered to each vessel at the prescribed charges, which charges
shall be paid to the collector of customs by said vessel prior to
clearance or departure from such port. All such collections shall
be accounted for by the collector of customs and shall be covered
into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts.

“The provisions of the act of June 5, 1920 (41 Btat. 876), relat-
ing to the schedule of fees and rates of charges to be adopted
and promulgated by the Secretary of the Treasury at the New
York Quarantine Station is hereby repealed.

“Bec. 17. Any officer or employee of the Public Health Service
on duty at any national quarantine station or on a national
quarantine vessel, or detailed for duty in foreign ports, under
the provisions of sections 2 and 6 of this act, who is suffering
from sickness or injury incurred in line of duty, shall be a
beneficiary of the Public Health Service and shall be entitled to
receive all necessary medical treatment and other benefits au-
thorized to be furnished to beneficiaries.”

Sec. 2. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated the. sum
of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to carry out
the provisions of this amendatory act.

Sec. 3. Whenever steamship companles desiring the benefits of
such extended quarantine service at any port, shall offer to
advance funds in order to permit the immediate institution of
such service at such port, the Secretary of the Treasury may,
in his discretion, receive such funds and expend the same for
such purposes; and the moneys so contributed shall be repaid
by the Secretary, without interest, from any funds appropriated
under authority of section 2 of this act.

The amendments were agreed to.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, as the Senator from New York
knows, steamship companies are now required to pay extra
in order to secure customs inspection late at night, and it is
proposed in pending bills to require them to pay similarly
for extra overtime of the immigration inspectors. I would
like to ask the Senator from New York whether his bill
will put in substantially the same system for the quarantine
inspection.

Mr. COPELAND. Yes, Mr. President. Section 16, page
3, provides that the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized
to arrange a schedule of charges, and it is assumed he will
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do that on exactly the same basis as the charges made for
immigration inspection.

Mr. REED. Does the Treasury Department approve the
bill?

Mr. COPELAND. Yes; thoroughly, and urges its passage.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

BRYCE CANYON NATIONAL PARK

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H, R. 16116)
to adjust the boundaries and for the addition of certain
lands to the Bryce Canyon National Park, Utah, and for
other purposes, which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Public Lands and Surveys with amendments, on
page 2, line 10, after the words “ southwest quarter,” insert
a comma and the words “ north half south half southeast
quarter northwest quarter and.”

On page 2, line 13, after the words “ east half,” insert the
word “ and.”

On page 2, line 19, after the words “east half,” insert
the word “ and.”

On page 2, line 21, after the words “ south half,” strike out
the words “ northwest quarter ” and insert in lieu thereof
the words “ west half.”

On page 2, line 22, before the figure *2,” strike out the
word “and” and insert in lieu thereof a comma, and after
the figure “ 2 ” insert a comma and “3 and 4”; in the same
line, after the words “south half,” strike out the words
“ northeast quarter ”; and also in the same line, after * sec-
tion 4 ” and the comma, insert the words “ and lots 1 and 2
and south half east half section 5 and a comma.

So as to read:

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of preserving in their
natural state the outstanding scenic features thereon and for
the p of rounding out the boundary of the Bryce Canyon
Natio Park, the President of the United States be, and he is
hereby, authorized, upon the joint recommendation of the Sec-
retaries of Interior and of Agriculture, to add to sald park by
Executive proclamation any or all of the following-described
lands in the State of Utah, which shall thereupon become and be
& part of said park subject to all laws and regulations applicable
thereto, to wit: South half southwest guarter section 2, south
half south half section 3, southeast quarter southeast quarter
section 4, east half section 8, sections 9, 10, west half section 11,
west half section 14, sections 15, 16, east half northesast quar-
ter northwest quarter, east half northwest quarter northwest
quarter, north half southeast quarter northwest quarter, south
half northeast quarter southwest quarter, north half south half
southeast quarter northwest quarter and north half southeast
quarter southwest quarter section 17, south half south half
section 19, south half northwest quarter section 20, west half
west half east half and northeast quarter northeast quarter sec-
tion 22, north half northwest quarter section 23, west half section
27, and north half northwest quarter section 34, township 36
south, range 3 west; lots 3 and 4, south half northwest quarter
section 4, northeast quarter northeast quarter and southeast quar-
ter southeast quarter section 8, township 37 south, range 3 west;
west half east half and southwest quarter section 25, unsurveyed
township 36 south, range 4 west; lots 3 and 4, south half west
half section 3, lots 1, 2, 3, and 4 and south half section 4, and
lots 1 and 2 and south half east half section 5, township 39
south, range 4 west, Salt Lake meridian: Provided, That nothing
herein shall affect any valid existing claims upon the lands
herein authorized to be added to the park or the rights of stock-
men to continue to drive stock over the lands now under an
existing stock driveway withdrawal.

Bec. 2. That the following-described lands are hereby elim-
inated from the Bryce Canyon Natonal Park and shall hereafter
be included in and become a part of the Powell National Forest,
subject to all laws and regulations applicable thereto, to wit:
Section 30, township 37 south, range 3 west; section 25, unsur-
veyed township 37 south, range 4 west, Salt Lake meridian.

The amendments were agreed to.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the
bill fo be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

KLAMATH INDIANS

The bill (S. 4637) authorizing the payment of expenses
connected with suits pending in the Court of Claims from
tribal funds of the Klamath Indians was announced as
next in order.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I move that House bill
12835, Calendar 1527, authorizing the use of tribal funds
for Indians belonging on the Klamath Reservation, Oreg.,
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to pay expenses connected with suits pending in the Court
of Claims and for other purposes, be substituted for Senate
bill 4637.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to
consider House bill 12835.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby
authorized to pay, out of the tribal funds of the Indians belonging
on the Klamath Indian Reservation in the State of Oregon, all
claims for actual and necessary expenses heretofore incurred, or
to be hereafter incurred, including those now pending and un-
paid, in connection with the preparation and prosecution of the
three suits by or on behalf of the said Indians now pending in
the Court of Claims: Provided, That all claims for such expenses
shall first have been authorized or approved by the Commissioner
of Indian Affairs and the Klamath Tribal Business Committee:
Provided further, That payments hereunder shall be limited to
$3,500 and that any sums allowed and paid under this act to the
attorneys shall be reimbursable to the credit of the Klamath
Tribe of Indians out of any amount or amounts which may here-
after be decreed by the Court of Claims to sald attorneys for
their services and expenses in connection with the Elamath Tribal
claims and suits under the Act of May 26, 1020 (41 Stat. L., p.
623).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 4637 will be
indefinitely postponed.

INTERNATIONAL WATER COMMISSION, UNITED STATES AND MEXICO

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 231) to further provide for
defraying the expenses of the International Water Commis-
sion, United States and Mexico, was announced as next in
order.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I move that Order of
Business 1518, House Joint Resolution 462, to further pro-
vide for paying the expenses of the International Water
Commission, United States and Mexico, be substituted for
Senate Joint Resolution 231, and that the House joint reso-
lution pass as amended by the Senate Committee on Foreign
Relations.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to
consider House Joint Resolution 462, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on Foreign Relations with an
amendment, on page 1, after line 6, to insert the words
“ continuing its study, in cooperation with representatives of
Mexico, regarding the equitable use of the waters of the
lower Rio Grande and lower Colorado Rivers and with the
concurrence of Mexico, of the Tia Juana River, for the pur-
pose of securing information on which fo base a treaty with
the Government of Mexico relative to the use of the waters
of these rivers, including salaries in the District of Colum-"
bia and elsewhere, fees for professional services at rates and
in amounts to be defermined by the Secretary of State; rent
in the District of Columbia and elsewhere; travel expenses,
including transportation of effects; subsistence or per diem
in lieu of subsistence notwithstanding the provisions of any
other act; printing and binding; subscriptions to foreign and
domestic newspapers and periodicals; purchase, exchange,
maintenance, repair, and operation of motor-propelled pas-
senger and freight carrying vehicles; drilling and testing of
dam sites by contract if deemed necessary without regard
to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes (U. 8. C,, title 41,
sec. 5); equipment, and such other miscellaneous expense
as the Secretary of State may deem proper: Provided, That
any moneys contributed by or received from the United
Mexican States for the purpose of cooperating or assisting
in this work shall be available for expenditure in connection
with this appropriation.”

So as to read:

That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, in addition
to amounts heretofore authorized to be appropriated, the sum of
$287,000 to defray the expenses of the International Water Com-
mission, United States and Mexico, in continuing its study, in
cooperation with representatives of Mexico, regarding the equitable
use of the waters of the lower Rio Grande and lower Colorado
Rivers and, with the concurrence of Mexico, of the Tia Juana River,
for the purpose of securing information on which to base a treaty
with the Government of Mexico relative to the use of the waters
of these rivers, including salaries in the District of Columbia and
elsewhere; fees for professional services at rates and in amounts
to be determined by the Secrefary of State; rent in the District of
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Columbia and elsewhere; travel expenses, including transportation
of effects; subsistence or per diem in lieu of subsistence notwith-
standing the provisions of any other act; printing and binding;
subscriptions to foreign and domestic newspapers and periodicals;
purchase, exchange, maintenance, repair, and operation of motor-
propelled passenger and freight carrying vehicles; drilling and test-
ing of dam sifes by contract if deemed without regard to
section 3709 of the Revised Statutes (U. 8. C., title 41, sec. 5);
equipment and such other miscellaneous expense as the Becretary
of State may deem proper: Provided, That any moneys contributed
by or received from the United Mexican States for the purpose of
cooperating or assisting in this work shall be available for expendi-
ture in connection with this appropriation.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint
resolution to be read a third time.

The joint resolution was read the third time and passed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate Joint Resolution
231 will be indefinitely postponed.
COMPENSATION OF CERTAIN OFFICIALS OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a few moments ago, when the
senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Biwcaam] asked for
the consideration of Senate bill 5515, which was reached on
the calendar, I interposed an objection, understanding that
it related to the appointment of a commission to deal with
our insular possessions. I find upon investigation that it
relates merely to the increase in compensation of one or two
officials in the Philippine Islands.

The question has been canvassed by the United States
officials and by representatives of the Filipinos, and all are
united in the view that this bill should pass. Therefore I
withdraw the objection.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, I would like to ask the
Senator from Connecticut a question. Is this a bill to
which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKEeLLAR] objected
at the last call of the calendar?

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not remember, but as he objected
to all the bills that came from the Committee on Territories
and Insular Affairs, I take it that he objected to this.

Mr. BRATTON. I think he did, and in his absence, I
object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over, under
objection.

INTERNATIONAL TECHNICAL COMMITTEE OF AERIAL LEGAL EXPERTS

The Senate proceeded to consider the joint resolution
(H. J. Res. 299) to provide an annual appropriation to meet
the quota of the United States toward the expenses of the
International Technical Committee of Aerial Legal Experts,
which was read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Resolved, ete., That a sum not to exceed $250 is hereby author-
ized to be appropriated annually to meet the share of the United
States of the expenses of the International Technical Committee
of Aerial Legal Experts, beginning with the year 1930.

RECOGNITION OF SERVICES OF H. W. BENNETT

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9702) au-
thorizing the payment of an indemnity to the British Gov-
ernment on account of losses sustained by H. W. Bennett, a
British subject, in connection with the rescue of survivors
of the U. 8. 8. Cherokee.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, in glancing at that, it seems
to me a singularly ungrateful thing for this country to do.

In February, 12 years ago, this officer was thrown over-
board in the effort to rescue some survivors of an American
patrol boat which foundered down near Cape Henry. His
heroism and that of a shipmate resulted in their saving the
lives of 11 men. This officer proceeded to give them all
the spare clothing he had on his own ship. In spite of his
injuries he went on giving out every stitch of dry clothing
he owned. None of it ever came back to him, and this bill
proposes to give him only the amount the Navy Department
found his clothing to be worth 12 years ago. It seems to

me the least we could do would be to pay interest on the
money withheld from him all those years.

Mr. HEFLIN. What is the amount involved?

Mr. REED. If is only $250. I move to amend the bill by
striking out “ $253.50 " and to insert in lieu thereof “ $400.”
“ The amendment was agreed to.
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The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the
bill to be read a third time.
The bill was read the third time and passed.

REIMBURSEMENT OF RZECZYCZANY, POLAND

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 12037)
authorizing the payment of a claim presented by the Polish
Government for the reimbursement of certain expenditures
incurred by the community authorities of Rzeczyczany,
Poland, to which place an insane alien was erroneously
deported, which was read the third time, and passed, as
follows: g

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to Pe ap-
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, the sum of $152.35 to be paid to the Polish Govern-
ment for the reimbursement of certain expenditures incurred by

the community authorities of Rzeczyczany, Poland, to which place
an insane alien was erroneously deported.

DANISH SHIP “‘ INDIEN "

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 12087)
for compensation to the owners of the Danish motor ship
Indien for damages sustained as the result of a collision with
the U. 8. Coast Guard cutter Shawnee at San Francisco on
April 5, 1925, which was read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, directed to pay fo the Danish Government, as an
act of grace and without reference to the question of liability
therefor, the sum of $3,288.52 as full compensation to the owners
of the Danish motor ship Indien for damages sustained as the re-
sult of a collision with the U. 8. Coast Guard cutter Shawnee
at San Francisco on April 5, 1925; and there is hereby authorized
to be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other-

wise appropriated, a sufficient sum to carry out the purpose of
this act.

SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMEIA STREET WORK

The bill (S. 4962) to provide for the special assessments
for the paving of roadways and the laying of curbs and
gutters, was announced as next in order.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I move to substitute
House bill 14049, order of business 1500, to provide for
special assessments for the paving of roadways and the
laying of curbs and gutters.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to
consider House bill 14049. !

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I would like to ask a ques-
tion of the Senator from New York. Is my understanding
correct that the bill provides for a retroactive assessment
against property for improvements made in past years?

Mr. COPELAND. No; I do not so understand it.

Mr. REED. I find, on page T of the bill, the provision
that the Commissioners are “ directed to cancel all assess-
ments for improvements completed within three years prior
to the date of the approval of this act,” and are directed “ to
reassess the cost of such improvements against the abutting
property.” It seems to me that is highly unjust.

Mr. COPELAND. The Borland Act, which took care of
these pavements, was declared unconstitutional. As fo the
particular item to which the Senator refers, may I ask the
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, Bramwg] if the matter referred
to by the Senator from Pennsylvania was considered?

Mr. REED. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will look
at the section. It seems to me that section is of very
dubious constitutionality in the first place.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over, the
substitution having been made. )

Mr. REED. I ask that they both go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 4962 will be

‘indefinitely postponed, and House bill 14049 will be consid-

ered as substituted for the Senate bill.
Mr. REED. I ask that the House bill may go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
OVer.

DENTON L. SIMS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3523) for
the relief of Denton L. Sims, which was ordered fo be en-
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grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension
laws and laws conferring rights and privileges upon honorably
discharged soldiers, thelr widows, and dependent relatives Denton
L. Sims, late of Company H, Thirty-eighth Regiment United
States Volunteer Infantry, shall be held and considered to have
been honorably discharged from fthe militery service of the
United States as a member of said organization on June 30, 1901:
Provided, That no back pay, pension, bounty, or other emolument
shall accrue prior to the passage of this act,

EUGENIA A. HELSTON

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 3935)
for the relief of Eugenia A. Helston, which had been reported
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amend-
ment, on page 2, line 1, after the word “ act,” to add the
words “ and that no additional pension shall accrue because
of the passage of this act,” so as to read:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That In the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers Joseph Helston, who was a member of the Second Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, shall hereafter be held and con-
sidered to have been mustered in July 1, 1861, and honorably
discharged October 17, 1865, from the military service of the
United States as a member of that organization: Provided, That
no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have
accrued prior to the passage of this act, and that no additional
pension shall accrue because of the passage of this act.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the Pension Bureau advises
us, since the bill was reported, that the committee amend-
ment is unnecessary in order to avoid the payment of a
double pension, that the present law provides that that shall
not be done, and that this lady will have to surrender her
present pension in order to get any benefit from this bill.
She is now getting a pension by special act for a very small
amount, less than that given by the general law.

Mr. FLETCHER. Do I understand that the Senator asks
the Senate to disagree to the committee amendment?

Mr. REED. Yes; I do.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree-
ing to the amendment.

The amendment was rejected.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

GRAND ARMY REUNION AT DES MOINES, IOWA

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5920) au-
thorizing the attendance of the Army Band at the annual
encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic to be held
at Des Moines, Iowa, which was ordered to be engrossed for
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the President is authorized to permit
the United States Army Band to attend and give concerts at the
annual encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic to be
held at Des Moines, Iowa, September 13 to 16, inclusive, 1931.

Bec. 2. For the purpose of defraying the expenses of the band
in attending such reunion there is hereby authorized to be ap-
propriated, out of any money in the United States not
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $7,500, or so much thereof as
may be necessary.

ALLOWANCES FOR AIR TRAVEL TO COMMISSIONED AND ENLISTED
PERSONNEL

The bill (S. 17) to amend section 12 of the act entitled
“An act to readjust the pay and allowances of the commis-
sioned and enlisted personnel of the Army, Navy, Marine
Corps, Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and Public
Health Service,” approved June 10, 1922, as amended, was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the first paragraph of section 12 of the
act entitled “An act to readjust the pay and allowances of the
commissioned and enlisted personnel of the Army, Navy, Marine
Corps, Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and Public Health
Bervice,” approved June 10, 1922, as amended by the act of June
1, 1926 (44 Stat. L., p. 680; title 37, U, B. C., p. 2069, sec, 20), be,
and the same is hereby, further amended by adding thereto the
following proviso, to wit: “Provided, That for travel by air under
competent orders on duty without troops, under regulations to be
prescribed respectively by the heads of the departments concerned,
members (including officers, warrant officers, contract surgeons,
enlisted men, flying cadets, and members of the Nurse Corps) of
the services mentioned in the title of this act, and of the legally
constituted reserves of said services while on active duty, and of
the National Guard while in Federal service, or while participating
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in exercises, or performing dutles under sections 92, 94, 97, or 99
of the national defense act, shall, in lieu of mileage or other
travel allowances, be allowed and paid their actual and necessary
traveling expenses not to exceed $8 per day, or, in lieu thereof,
per diem allowances at rates not to exceed §6 per day.”

Sec. 2. That the proviso in the act entitled “An act
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1920, and for other purposes,” approved July 11,
1916, authorizing payment of actual and necessary expenses only
to officers of the and contract surgeons when traveling by
air on duty without troops (41 Btat. L., p. 109; title 10, U. 8. C,,
p. 197, sec. 760), and all other laws and parts of laws in so far as
the same are in conflict with this act are hereby repealed; but
nothing herein shall be construed to repeal or modify the pro-
visions of section 5 of the act entitled “An act authorizing the
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on
rivers and harbors, and for other ," approved March 3,
1925 (43 Stat. L., p. 1190; title 34, U. 8. C,, p. 1141, sec. 893).

CONSTRUCTION OF RURAL POST ROADS

The bill (8. 5019) to amend the act entitled “An act to
amend the act entitled ‘An act to provide that the United
States shall aid the States in the construction of rural post
roads, and for other purposes,’ approved July 11, 1916, as
amended and supplemented, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved June 24, 1930, and for other purposes, was con-
sidered.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Post
Offices and Post Roads, with an amendment, on page 2, line
3, to strike out “the sum of $5,000,000 for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1921,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of carrying out the
provisions of the second paragraph of section 3 of the Federal
highway act as amended by the act approved June 24, 1930
(Publie, No. 426, 71st Cong.), there is hereby authorized to be
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, the following sums:

The sum of $5,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932.

The sum of §5,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1933.

Said sums shall be available until expended In accordance with
the provislons of said second paragraph of section 3 of sald act:
Provided, That in carrying out the provisions of said second para-
graph of section 3, as amended, the term “ main roads through
unappropriated or unreserved public lands, nontaxable Indian
lands, or other Federal reservations other than the forest reserva-
tions,” as used therein may be construed as including also such
roads through townships in which the area of the lands herein-
before described exceeds 50 per cent of the total area of any
such township.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

PAY AND ALLOWANCES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE VESSELS

The bill (8. 5962) to authorize the Secretary of Commerce
to continue the system of pay and allowances, and so forth,
for officers and men on vessels of the Department of Com-
merce in operation as of July 1, 1929, was considered, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Commerce is author-
ized, in his discretion, to continue the system of pay and allow-
ances, including allowances for longevity, for officers and men on
vessels of the Department of Commerce, that was in operation as
of July 1, 1929, until such time as legislation shall be enacted
pursuant to section 2 of the act approved May 28, 1928 (45 Stat.
785), or similar legislation aflecting the classification of vessel
employees in the fleld service of the Government.

DONATIONS TO INDIAN INSTITUTIONS

The bill (H. R. 13053) to authorize the Secretary of the
Interior to accept donations to or in behalf of institutions
conducted for the benefit of Indians, was considered, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he
is hereby, authorized, in his discretion, to accept contributions or
donations of funds or other property, real, personal, or mixed,
which may be tendered to, or for the benefit of, Federal Indian
schools, hospitals, or other institutions conducted for the benefit
of Indians, or for the advancement of the Indian race, and to
apply or dispose of such donations for the use and benefit of such
school, hospital, or other instiution or for the benefit of individual
Indians.

LITTLE TRUCKEE RIVER RESERVOIR

The bill (8. 5172) for the construction of a reservoir in

the little Truckee River, Calif., and for such dams and other
improvements as may l.Je necessary to impound the waters
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of Webber, Independence, and Donner Lakes, and for the
further development of the water resources of the Truckee
River was announced as next in order.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from
Nevada [Mr. Oppiel if any survey has been made to give
us an estimate of the cost of the reservoir and development
of these resources.

Mr, ODDIE. Mr. President, a number of surveys have
been made. Various parties in interest on the Truckee
River system have been in disagreement for a number of
years past until this summer. I have been working with
them for a long time trying to settle these differences. They
all agree that this legislation is necessary.

Mr. JONES. But who made the survey? Under whose
authority was it made?

Mr. ODDIE. It has been made by officials in the State,
and the reclamation officials are familiar with it.

Mr. JONES. I shall have to ask that the bill go over. I
think we should have some survey made by the National
Government before undertaking a project about the cost of
which we do not seem to know anything.

Mr. ODDIE. We know very well. The National Govern-
ment knows about it, and the Secretary of the Interior is
favorable to it.

Mr. JONES. I ask that it go over.

Mr. KING. I object also.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash-
ington insists upon his objection, and the Senator from
Utah also objects, so the bill will go over.

MEDAL OF HONOR TO THE LATE HENRY CLAY DREXLER AND THE
LATE GEORGE ROBERT CHOLISTER

The bill (S. 5481) to authorize the presentation of a medal
of honor, posthumously, to the late Henry Clay Drexler was
considered. The bill had been reported from the Committee
on Naval Affairs with an amendment on page 1, line 5, after
the word “ Navy,” to strike out “ for his heroic action in
endeavoring to submerge a charge of powder in an immer-
sion tank on the occasion of a fire in the forward turret
of the U. 8. S. Trenton, wherein he met his death in a su-
preme effort to save his shipmates,” and insert “ and to the
late George Robert Cholister, boatswain’s mate, first class,
United States Navy, for their heroic action in endeavoring
to submerge a charge of powder in an immersion tank on
the occasion of a fire in the forward turret of the U. S. S.
Trenton, wherein they met their death in a supreme effort
to save their shipmates,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the President is authorized to present,
in the name of Congress, a medal of honor, posthumously, to the
late Henry Clay Drexler, former ensign, United States Navy, and to
the late George Robert Cholister, boatswain’s mate first class,
United States Navy, for their heroic action in endeavoring to sub-
merge & charge of powder in an immersion tank on the occasion

of a fire in the forward turret of the U. 8. 8. Trenton, wherein
they met their death in a supreme effort to save their shipmates.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to authorize
the presentation of a medal of honor, posthumously, to the
late Henry Clay Drexler, and to the late George Robert
Cholister, boatswain’s mate first class, United States Navy.”

PARK PLACE, HOUSTON, TEX,

The bill (S. 5063) authorizing the Court of Claims of the
United States to hear and report to Congress the claim of
the city of Park Place, heretofore an independent munici-
pality, but now a part of the city of Houston, Tex., was
considered. The bill had been reported from the Committee
on Claims with an amendment on page 2, line 5, to strike out
the words “ nor because a tort was committed by the agent
and officers of the United States,” so as to make the bill
read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the United States Court of Claims be,
and 1t is hereby, authorized, directed, and given jurisdiction to
hear, determine, and report to Congress the claim of the city of
Park Place, Tex., heretofore an independent municipality, but now
included within the extended corporate limits of Houston, Tex.,

.for com] tion for the destruction of and damage to the street.s
of said city of Park Place by the Army trucks of the United States
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in the year 1917 and 1918. Said claim shall not be barred by any
statute of limitation nor because of the fact that the claimant
was, at the time of the injury, a separate municipality and now
is a part of the city of Houston, Tex.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

COMMERCIAL LOAN & TRUST CO., MONTICELLO, ARK.

The bill (S. 5613) for the relief of Commercial Loan &
Trust Co., Monticello, Ark., was considered. The bill had
been reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend-
ment fo strike out all after the enacting clause and fo
insert:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to redeem in favor of the
Commercial Loan & Trust Co. Monticello, Ark. 513 per cent
United States Treasury certlﬂcate of indebtedness No. 3945, In the
denomination of $5,000, dated June 15, 1929, matured Mx.rch 15,
1930, Series TM-1930, without interest and without presentation
of the certificate which is alleged to have been lost and destroyed:
Provided, That the said certificate of indebtedness shall not have
been previously presented and paid: Provided further, That said
Commercial Loan & Trust Co. shall first file in the Treasury
Department a bond in the penal sum of double the amount of
the principal of said certificate of indebtedness in such form and
with such corporate surety as may be acceptable to the Secretary
of the Treasury to indemnify and save harmless the United States
from any loss on account of the certificate oI indebtedness herein-
before described.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

MARGARET CROTTY

The bill (S. 293) for the'relief of Margaret Crotty was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc, That Margaret Crotty be pald the sum of
$579.60, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, the amount of gratuity due her on account of the death
of her son, John P. Crotty.

ROSE FEFFERMAN

The bill (S. 1382) for the relief of Rose Fefferman, as
administratrix of the estate of Adolph Fefferman, deceased,
and the United Mercantile Distributing Co., a partnership,
was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to examine
and settle the claim of Rose Fefferman, as administratrix of the
estate of Adolph Fefferman, deceased, and the United Mercantile
Distributing Co., a partnership, for $1,900.80, arising out of an
auction sale held November 23, 1822, of certain mittens, and for
$412.99 arising out of an auction sale held on December 12,
1922, of certain knives and spoons, and to deduct therefrom
$1,440.90, due the United States by the estate of Adolph Feffer-
man, deceased, and the United Mercantile Distributing Co., as
damages for breach of an auction sale on May 10, 1823, of certain
blankets, and there is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated not to exceed $872.89 for
payment of such sum as may be allowed by the Comptroller
General of the United States in full settlement of all claims of
Rose Fefferman, administratrix, and the United Mercantile Dis-
tributing Co. against the United States on account of said auction
sales.

JOHN BABA

The bill (S. 2106) for the relief of John Baba was con-
sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and he is hereby, authorized to seftle and adjust the
claim of John Baba for additional compensation for work per-
formed under contract of June 20, 1928, for the making of certain
repairs to floors, doors, etc, in several buildings at Schuylkill
Arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa., and to allow sald claim in the sum of
not to exceed $335. There is hereby appropriated, out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of
$335, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the payment of
the claim.

MACON, DUBLIN & SAVANNAH RAILROAD CO.

The bill (S. 2614) for the relief of the Macon, Dublin &
Savannah Railroad Co. was considered, ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:




4484

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of the Macon, Dublin &
Savannah Railroad Co. against the United States in relation to the
transportation of Government property by way of Macon to Camp
Wheeler, both in the State of Georgia, in the year 1917, be, and the
same hereby is, referred to the General Accounting Office for set-
tlement, and for certification of any amount due to the Congress,
pursuant to section 2 of the act of July 7, 1884 (23 Stat. 254).

MAJ. O. S. M'CLEARY

The bill (S. 4851) for the relief of Maj. O. S. McCleary,
United States Army, retired, was considered, ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and

passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Comptroller General of the United
States is authorized and directed to allow to Maj. O. S. McCleary,
United States Army, retired, the sum of $148.98, being difference
between active-duty pay and allowances and retired pay for period
from July 2 to 20, 1027, while he was on leave from active duty.
to which as a retired officer he was assigned.

POTOMAC ELECTRIC POWER CO.

The bill (S. 5765) for the relief of the Potomac Electric
Power Co. was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Comptrolier General of the United
States is hereby authorized and directed to adjust and settle the
claim of the Potomac Electric Power Co. for the balance necessary
to reimburse it for the amount actually expended by said com-
pany in making electrical service connections from its mains to
the control room on the east bascule draw span of the Arlington
Memorial Bridge and to allow said company a balance of not to
exceed $2,157.25 in full and final settlement of said claim. There
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,157.25, or so much thereof
as may be necessary, for payment of said claim.

PINEY BRANCH ROAD NW., DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The bill (S. 5832) to authorize the widening of Piney
Branch Road NW., in the District of Columbia, and for
other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, an identical House bill, the
bill (H. R. 16479) to authorize the widening of Piney Branch
Road NW., in the District of Columbia, and for other pur-
poses, is on the calendar. I move that the House bill be
substituted for the Senate bill and placed upon its passage.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, that
order will be entered.

The Senate considered the bill (H. R. 16479) ; and it was
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of
Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized to institute in the
Bu Court of the District of Columbia under subchapter 1 of
chapter 156 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, and
amendments thereto, a g In rem to condemn the land
necessary for the widening of Piney Branch Road to a width of 80
feet from Butternut Street to the Metropolitan Branch of the Bal-
timore & Ohio Railroad, in the vicinity of Fern Place NW., in the
District of Columbia, the land herein authorized to be condemned
for said widening being a strip of land 281; feet wide along the
westerly line of Piney Branch Road, as now publicly owned between
Butternut Street and Blair Road through squares 3171 and 3174,
and a strip of land 2815 feet wide along the easterly line of Piney
Branch Road as now publicly owned between Butternut Street and
Blair Road through squares 3172, 3190, 3189, and a public park
at the intersection of Cedar Street with Piney Branch Road and a
public park at the intersection of Blair Road and Piney Branch
Road; and the commissioners are further authorized to condemn
a strip of land 80 feet wide between Blair Road and the Metro-
politan Branch of the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad upon a direct
extension of the lines of Piney Branch Road between Blair Road
and Butternut Street as herein provided for: Provided, That
through squares 3171 and 8172 the condemnation shall be upon
such curve lines as the commissioners may determine to connect
with Piney Branch Road as now publicly owned south of Butternut
Street and upon such curve lines through squares 3182 and 3184 as
the commissioners may determine to connect with the proposed
underpass in the vicinity of Fern Place and the Metropolitan
Branch of the Baltimore & Ohio Ralilroad.

Bec. 2. All laws now in force and effect for the condemnation
of streets In accordance with the plan of the permanent system
of highways for the District of Columbia shall be applicable
to the condemnation for the widening of Piney Branch Road, as
provided for in this act, and the indefinite appropriation for the
opening, extending, widening, or straightening of streets in ac-
cordance with sald plan shall be available for the payment of any
and all costs and expenses in connection with the condemnation
proceedings instituted in accordance with this act. .

Skc. 8. All laws and parts of laws inconsistent with or in conflict
with the provisions of this act are hereby repealsd.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
Senate bill (S. 5832) will be indefinitely postponed.

CRUISER “ GALVESTON " SILVER SERVICE

The bill (H. R. 13160) authorizing the Secretary of the
Navy, in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the
Rosenberg Library, in the city of Galveston, Tex., the silver
service presented to the United States for the cruiser
Galveston was considered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy is authorized,
in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the Rosenberg Li-
brary in the city of Galveston, Tex., for preservation and exhibi-
tion, the silver service which was presented to the United States
for the cruiser Galveston by the citizens of Galveston, Tex.: Pro-

vided, That no expense shall be incurred by the United States for
the delivery of such silver service.

8. W. GREER

The bill (8. 5902) for the relief of 8. W. Greer was con-
sidered.

Mr., KING. Mr. President, I ask if there is any report
from the War Department in regard to the case?

Mr. REED. The Senator will find it on page 4 of the
committee’s report. Reports are always made by The Adju-
tant General in private claim bills of this nature.

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers Samuel W. Greer, who was a member of Company M, Third
Regiment EKentucky Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held
and considered to have been honorably discharged from the
military service of the United States as a private of that organiza-
tion on the 1st day of December, 1898: Provided, That no bounty,
back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior
to the passage of this act.

WIND CAVE NATIONAL PARK, 5. DAEK.

The bill (S. 5248) to extend the boundaries of Wind Cave
National Park, S. Dak., by adding thereto an area of 320
acres was considered. The bill had been reported from the
Committee on Public Lands and Surveys with amendments
on page 1, line 5, after the word * the ” to insert * east half
of the southwest quarter, southeast qparter section 26, south
half of section 25,” and in line 7, after the word “ east,” to
insert the words “and south half section 30, township 5
south, range 6 east,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the boundaries of Wind Cave National
Park in the State of South Dakota are hereby extended to include
the lands within the east half of the southwest quarter, southeast
quarter section 26, south half of section 25, east half of section
83, township 5 south, range 5 east, and south half section 30,
township 6 south, range 6 east, Black Hills meridian, South
Dakota, comprising a part of the Harney National Forest. Such
lands are hereby made a part of Wind Cave Natlonal Park, and
shall hereafter be subject to all laws and regulations applicable
to such park.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, I wish to offer a slight
corrective amendment. On page 1, line 9, after the word
“ comprising,” I move to insert the words “ in part.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to extend
the boundaries of Wind Cave National Park, S. Dak.”

RELIEF OF CERTAIN EMPLOYEES OF FOREST SERVICE

The bill (S. 3793) for the relief of certain employees of
the Forest Service, Department of Agriculture, was consid-
ered. The bill had been reported from the Committee on
Claims with amendments, on page 2, line 4, to strike out
the initial “ N ” and insert the initial “M ”; in line 7, to
strike out “1914” and insert “1925”; in line 9, to strike
out “ 1925 ” and insert “ 1917 ”; in line 10, strike out “ $150 ”
and insert “ $100"”; and in line 12, to strike out * $300"
and insert “ $150,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury is au-

thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, to the following-named employees of

-
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the Forest Service, Department of Agriculture, the sums herein-
after specified, in full satisfaction of their claims against the
United States for property losses sustained by them as a result
of a fire which destroyed the Squaw Mountain Road Camp in
Mount Hood National Forest near Estacada, Oreg., on September
15, 1929: Walter L. Shriner, $115, of which $756 represents the
value of a 1917 Ford roadster and $40 represents the value of car-
penter tools; P. A. Worden, $21, representing the price of a tent;
Ben M. Joslin, $45, representing the value of a Winona wagon;
Delbert H. Shaffer, $90, representing the difference between the
value of a 1825 Ford coupe and the amount of the insurance
collected thereon; A. W. Lee, $100, representing the value of a
1917 Ford roadster; Charles Palmer, $100, representing the value
of a 1924 Chevrolet roadster; Wilbur Linn, £35, representing the
value of a 1916 Ford touring car; George Cook, $150, representing
the value of a 19256 Chevrolet roadster; and Jack Marrs, 850, repre-
senting the value of a 1919 Harley-Davidson motor cycle.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM WHITRIGHT

The bill (H. R. 11564) to reimburse Willlam Whitright
for expenses incurred as an authorized delegate of the Fort
Peck Indians was considered, ordered to a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to William Whitright
from the fund designated " Indian moneys, proceeds of labor,
Fort Peck Indians,” the sum of $94.10 as reimbursement for
actual expenses incurred as a delegate to the Sioux council at
Rosebud Agency, S. Dak., on October 21 and 22, 1926, under
authority of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs dated October
7, 1926.

CHARLES THOMPSON

The bill (H. R. 11565) to reimburse Charles Thompson
for expenses incurred as an authorized delegate of the Fort
Peck Indians was considered, ordered to a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Charles Thomp-
son from the fund designated " Indian moneys, proceeds of labar,
Fort Peck Indians,” the sum of $94.10 as reimbursement for
actual expenses incurred as a delegate to the Sioux council at
Rosebud Agency, 8. Dak., on October 21 and 22, 1926, under
authority of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs dated October
T, 1926. :

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 3467) authorizing the construction of a drain-
age channel in the closed basin of the San Luis Valley in
Colorado, authorizing investigations of reservoir sites, and
for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr, JONES. Mr, President, this is another bill it seems
to me that is adopting projects without surveys and with-
out any particular estimate as to the cost. I shall have to
ask that it go over until I can examine it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under objection, the bill
will go over.

UNITED STATES NAVAL HOSPITAL, WASHINGTON, D. C.

The bill (H. R. 9676) to authorize the Secretary of the
Navy to proceed with certain public works at the United
States Naval Hospital, Washington, D. C., was considered.
The bill had been reported from the Committee on Naval
Affairs with amendments, on page 1, line 4, to strike out
“ construct suitable buildings for hospital purposes,” and
insert in lieu thereof “replace, remodel, or extend exist-
ing structures and to construct additional buildings, with
the utilities, accessories, and appurtenances pertaining
thereto ”; in line 9 to strike out “$1,500,000” and insert
“'$3,200,000,” and in the same line to strike out * $250,000 ”
and insert “ $100,000 ”; and on page 2, after line 7, to insert
a new section 2, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby
authorized to replace, remodel, or extend existing structures and
to construct additional buildings, with the utilities, accessories,
and appurtenances pertaining thereto, at the United States Naval
Hospital, Washington, D. C., at a cost not to exceed $3,200,000, of
which §100,000 shall be charged to the naval hospital fund: Pro-
vided, That the construction herein authorized shall be subject to
the approval of the Public Building Commission under the au-
thority of section 6 of the public buildings act of May 25, 1926,
to the same extent as other public-building construction in the

District of Columbia, and the plans for such construction shall
be submitted to the Fine Arts on for advice.

Skc. 2. The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to em-
ploy, when deemed by him desirable or advantageous, by con-
fract or otherwise, outside professional or technical services of
persons, firms, or corporations, to such extent as he may require
for the purposes of this act, without reference to the classifica-
tion act of 1923, as amended, or to section 3709 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States, in addition to employees otherwise
authorized, and expenditures for such purpose shall be made
from the naval hospital fund.

The amendments were agreed to.
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the

bill to be read a third time.
The bill was read the third time and passed.

SILVER SERVICE OF GUNBOAT “ HELENA ”

The bill (S. 4761) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy,
in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the Historical
S_ociety of Montana, for preservation and exhibition, the
silver service which was in use on the gunboat, No. 9, Helena,
was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is authorized,
in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the Historical
Society of Montana for preservation and exhibition in the city
of Helena, in that State, the silver service which was in use on
the gunboat, No. 9, Helena: Provided, That no expense shall be

incurred by the United States for the delivery of such silver
service.

RECOGNITION OF SERVICES OF EUGENE B, ELY

The bill (5. 5514) to authorize the posthumous award of
a distinguished-flying cross to Eugene E. Ely was considered.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I have a letter from a
member of the family indicating that the middle initial
should be “B " instead of “E.” I move that amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be
stated.

The Carer CLERK. On page 1, line 5, strike out the initial
“E” and insert the initial “ B,” and in line 10, strike out
the initial “E” and insert the initial “B,” so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the President is authorlzed to award,
but not in the name of Congress, a distinguished-flying cross,
posthumously, to Eugene B. Ely for extraordinary achievement as
a pioneer civilian aviator and for his significant contribution to
the development of aviation in the United States Navy. The
President may present such flying cross -to Nathan Dana Ely,
colonel, United States Army, retired, father of the sald Eugene
B. Ely.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to authorize
the posthumous award of a distinguished-flying cross to
Eugene B. Ely.”

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 5761) to amend the act approved June 22,
1926, entitled “An act to amend that part of the act ap-
proved August 29, 1916, relative to the retirement of cap-
tains, commanders, and lieutenant commanders of the line
of the Navy,” as amended by the act of March 4, 1929, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. KING., Mr. President, I would like to have an ex-
planation of the bill

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the matter contained in this
bill is also contained in the line personnel bill, which has
passed the Senate and is now before the House for action.
If that bill passes the House, it will not be necessary to
have this bill taken up in the Senate, so I am willing to
have the bill go over. Then, if the House does not act upon
the other bill, I shall ask the Senate to take action on this
measure before final adjournment, as it is the same bill

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

NAVAL WAR COLLEGE, NEWPORT, R. 1.

The bill (S. 5083) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy

to proceed with certain public works at the Naval War
College, Newport, R. 1., was considered, ordered to be en-
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grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is
hereby, authorized to remodel and extend existing structures and
to construct an additional building at the Naval War College,
Newport, R. I, at a cost not to exceed $400,000.

REINSTATEMENT OF MIDSHIPMEN

The bill (S. 5059) to reinstate Lawrence L. Myatt and
Miller 8. Burgin as midshipmen in the United States Naval
Academy was announced as next in order.

Mr. STECK. I ask that the bill may go over.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, may we have an explanation
of the bill?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa
has asked that the bill go over.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Iowa withhold his objection until I can make
a brief explanation?

Mr. STECK. I withhold my objection for the present.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The bill seeks to reinstate
two young men who were midshipmen at the Naval Academy
at Annapolis. They had been members of the school for
two years. In June, while a portion of the midshipmen were
on vacation, on a Sunday evening the two young men
invited two young ladies into the mess hall. They put upon
each of the young ladies a blouse, such as is worn by mid-
shipmen, and accompanied them to the mess hall. After
they had been in the mess hall a short time the presence
of the young ladies was discovered and they withdrew. Later
the authorities of the academy became informed of what
had taken place and dismissed both the young men.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
a question?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Certainly.

Mr. CARAWAY. I think an order was made that the two
young ladies should not again become guests at the academy?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think that order has
been issued.

There is no question about both young ladies being very
respectable and that the whole proceeding was merely a
youthful stunt.

A subcommittee of the Committee on Naval Affairs heard
both the young men and made an investigation into the
matter. The subcommittee consisted of the junior Senator
from Maryland [Mr. GoLpsBoroUGH], the senior Senator
from New Jersey [Mr. Kean], and myself. We felt that the
action taken by the authorities was too severe in view of the
fact that all during the lifetime of these young men, when-
ever they might apply for a civil-service status, they would
be subject to an explanation of why they were dismissed
from the Naval Academy. Had the acts which they per-
formed been at all immoral, they could not have been pun-
ished more severely. Had they taken the two young ladies to
their rooms, which is considered a very serious offense, and
it is not claimed they attempted to do so, they could not
have been punished any more severely.

Both these young men have an excellent standing. One
of them is the son of a leading clergyman, now living in the
State of Florida, but formerly of Texas, and, I think, per-
sonally known to both Senators from Florida and both Sen-
ators from Texas.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr, President, if the Senator will per-
mit me, I should like to say that the father of young Burgin
is a clergyman of the highest standing with a most enviable
record for eloquence and consecration. I should like to ask
the Senator if it is not a fact that if these young men are
reinstated now it will mean that they will be set back a
year or more? It seems to me they have been punished
quite sufficiently for an offense of that kind. They are
fine, promising, upstanding young men. I trust that the
Senator from Iowa will withdraw his objection.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That seemed to be the
opinion of the committee. The bill as originally introduced
provided that they should be reinstated after being de-
moted one year; but the committee went further and have
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reported a demotion of two years, believing that is not, un-
der all the circumstances, an unfair punishment.

There are precedents for the proposed action, not where
exactly the same offense was involved but similar offenses.
There is no moral turpitude involved, and the committee
felt very strongly that the young men ought to be given
another chance, in view of all the circumstances.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield.

Mr. TRAMMELL. I understand the record of these
young men had been exemplary previous to this time?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Both young men had ex-
emplary records. One of them is known to the Senator
from Florida. The other is a young man who enlisted in
the Navy from the high school in order to enter the Naval
Academy. He himself enlisted in the Navy, served there
for a year, went to a special school to qualify for admission
to the academy, passed the examination, and entered the
academy. ’

Mr. TRAMMELL. I thoroughly agree with the position
taken by the Senator from Massachusetts, knowing the
family of the young man from Florida. The only question
is one of discipline, and the punishment of these young
men is sufficient to maintain proper discipline.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Regular order!

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa
has objected, and the regular order is demanded. The clerk
will state the next bill on the calendar.

DEPORTATION OF ALIEN VIOLATORS OF NARCOTIC ACT

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 3394) to
amend section 19 of the immigration act of 1917 by provid-
ing for the deportation of an alien convicted in violation of
the Harrison narcotic law and amendments thereto, which
had been reported from the Committee on Immigration with
amendments, on page 1, line 3, after the word “ alien,” to
strike out “ except an addict, if not a dealer or peddler,” and
to insert “(except an addict who is not a dealer in or peddler
of any of the narcotic drugs mentioned in this act)”; in
line 6, after the word “shall,” to strike out “violate or
conspire to violate ” and to insert “ be convicted and sen-
tenced for violation of or conspiracy to violate”; and at
the beginning of line 10, to insert the word “ transportation,”
so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc, That any alien (except an addict who is
not a dealer in or peddler of any of the narcotic drugs men-
tioned in this act) who after the enactment of this act shall
be convicted and sentenced for violation of or conspiracy to
violate any statute of the United States taxing, prohibiting, or
regulating the manufacture, production, compounding, transporta-
tion, sale, exchange, dispensing, giving away, importation, or ex-
portation of oplum, coca leaves, heroin or any salt, derivative, or
preparation of opium or coca leaves, shall be taken into custody
and deported in manner provided in sections 19 and 20 of the
act of February 5, 1917, entitled “An act to regulate the immigra-
tion of aliens to and the residence of aliens in the United States.

The amendments were agreed to.

Mr, BLEASE. I offer the amendment which I send to
the desk.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be
stated.

The Caier CLERK. At the end of the bill it is proposed to
insert the following:

That an allen who has been lawfully admitted to the United
States for permanent residence and who has continued to reside
therein since such admission shall, upon his application to the
Commissioner General of Immigration, in a manner to be by
regulation prescribed, with the approval of the Secretary of Labor,
be furnished with a certificate made from the official record of
such admission. Such certificate shall be signed by the Commis~
gioner General of Immigration and shall contain the following
information concerning such alien: Full name under which ad-
mitted; country of birth; date of birth; nationality; color of eyes;
port at which admitted; name of steamship, if any; and date of
admission. Such certificate shall also contain the full name by
which the alien is then known, his signature, and his address,
A photograph of the alien shall be securely attached to the cer-
tificate, which shall bear an impression of the seal of the Depart-
ment of Labor.

Sec. 2. Such certificate shall be prima facie evidence of the

lawful admission of such alien. A fee of §3 shall be pald by such
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allen to the Commissioner General of Immigration for each such
certificate. The money so received by the Commissioner General
of Immigration shall be paid over to the disbursing clerk of the

tment of Labor, who shall thereupon deposit it in the Treas-
ury of the United States, rendering an aocount therefor quarterly
to the General Accounting Office, and the said disbursing clerk
ghall be held responsible under his bond for such fees.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

Mr. REED subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate revert to Calendar No. 1494, being House
bill, 3394, which was reached a few moments ago.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Penn-
sylvania asks unanimous consent to recur to Order of Busi-
ness 1494, being House bill 3394. Is there objection?

Mr. BRATTON. Let me inquire, Does the Senator desire
to pass the bill?

Mr. REED. Yes, Mr. President. It is a bill which pro-
vides for the deportation of aliens who are convicted and
sentenced for peddling narcotic drugs. The Senator from
South Carolina tells me that he is willing to withdraw the
amendment he has offered, and I understand there will be
no objection to the bill as the committee reported it.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. With that understanding, I with-
draw my objection.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I withdraw my amendment
at the request of the junior Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Davis], who, until a few months ago, was the very able
Secretary of Labor.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South
Carolina withdraws his amendment, the Senator from Wis-
consin withdraws his objection, and without ohjection the
bill, as amended by the committee, will be regarded as hav-
ing passed through the various parliamentary stages to its
passage and passed.

The title was amended so as to read “A bill to provide
for the deportation of aliens convicted and sentenced for
violation of any law regulating traffic in narcoties.”

ALASKA GAME LAWS

The bill (H. R. 11285) to amend the Alaska game laws
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of the act entitled “An act to
establish an Alaska "Game Commission to protect game animals,
land fur-bearing animals, and birds in Alaska, and for other pur-

" approved January 13, 1925 (43 Stat. 739), is amended under
the definition “game animals” following the comma after the
word “bears” by adding the words *“and such other animals as
have been or may hereafter be introduced,” and under the defini-
tion “game birds " following the comma after the word “ ptarmi-
gan ” by adding the words “ and such other birds as have been or
may hereafter be introduced.”

Sgc. 2. That section 3 of of the act is amended by striking out
in line 3 thereof the words * not less than one year,” and follow-
ing the comma in line 4 thereof by adding the words “ for not less
than one year immediately preceding his claim for resident
privileges.”

SEc, 8. That section 5 of the act Is amended by striking out the
sentence beginning with the word “Any ” in line 23 thereof and
ending in line 29, and by inserting in lieu thereof the following:
“Any officer or employee empowered to enforce this act shall have
authority without warrant to search any camp, camp outfit, pack
or pack animals, automobile, wagon, or other vehicle, sled, or any
boat, vessel, or other craft, in the Territorial waters of the United
States, or any boat, vessel, or other craft of the United States on
the high seas when such officer or employee has reasonable cause to
believe that such camp, camp outfit, pack or pack animals, auto-
mobile, wagon, or other vehicle, sled, boat, vessel, or other craft
has therein or thereon any of the animals or birds, or parts thereof,
protected by this act, taken, possessed, sold, intended for sale, or
transported contrary to law.”

Sec. 4. That section 8 of said act is amended by inserting after
the word “owners"” in line 15 thereof, the words “in accordance
with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture.”

SEc. 5. That section 10 of sald act is amended by striking out
in line 25 thereof the words “or other commercial mess house.”
That section 10 is further amended by adding at the end of said
section the following: “ Provided, That no person shall knowingly
disturb, injure, or destroy any notice, signboard, seal, boat, vessel,
sled, dog, or dog team, paraphernalia, or equipment, building, or
other improvement or property of the United States used by the
commission in the administration and/or enforcement of the pro-
visions of this act, or as a notice to the public concerning the
provisions of this act or any regulation adopted pursuant thereto,
or as a marker of the boundary of any area closed to hunting,
trapping, or other special use under the provisions of this act,

or to destroy, remove, tamper with, or imitate any metal seal
or seals issued by the commission and attached to any skin, por-
tion, or specimen of a wild animal or bird or other article for
purposes of identification under its authority, in accordance with
the provisions of this act or any regulation thereunder.”

Sec. 6. That subdivision B of section 11 of said act is8 amended
to read as follows: /

“ SuspivisioN B. RESIDENT EXPORT LICENSE AND PERMIT: That no
resident of the Territory shall transport therefrom any game
animal, bird, or part thereof, unless he has (a) a resident export
and return license, which will entitle him to transport out of the
Territory for mounting and return to him in the Territory within
one year such game animal, bird, or part thereof, as shall have
been legally acquired by him and which shall be specifically
identified in license, or (b) a resident export permit, which may
be issued by the commission in its discretion, and which will
entitle him to export from the Territory for other than return,
but not for sale, such game animal, bird, or part thereof as shall
have been legally acquired by him and which shall be specifically
identified in the permit.”

Sec. 7. That subdivision C of section 11 of said act is amended
by striking out “ $2 " where it first occurs therein and by inserting
in lieu thereof “$1,” .nd by adding after the word “ franchise”
in line 10 thereof a colon, and the words " or of residents under
the age of 16: Provided, That a licensed trapper shall be entitled
to the privilege of hunting without a hunting license.”, and by
striking out the word *sixty ” and *adoption ” in line 11 thereof
and by inserting in lieu thereof the words “ ninety " and “ publi-
cation,” respectively.

Sec. 8. That subdivision D of section 11 of said act is amended
by striking out in lines 5 and 6 thereof the words “in a book
which it shall keep ” and insert in lieu thereof the words “on a
form which it shall provide."”

Sec. 9. That subdivision F of section 11 of sald act is amended
to read as follows:

“ SuspmvistoN F. ReEcorps, REPorTs: Each person to whom a
license is issued to take animals or birds, or to deal in furs, shall
keep records which shall show the kind and number of each
species of animals or birds so taken, purchased, or otherwise pro-
cured under such license, the persons from whom they were pur-
chased and to whom they were sold, date of purchase or sale,
name of the trapper, and the number of the trapper’s license, and
shall, on or before 30 days after the expiration of his license,
make a written report to the commission on a form prepared and
furnished by it setting forth in full the data herein required to
be recorded. Such records shall at all reasonable times be sub-
ject to inspection and examination by a member of the commis-
sion and any of its employees and by any marshal or deputy
marshal, Any licensee who shall fail correctly to keep such rec-
ords or who shall fail to submit such report or who shall in any
such report knowingly falsely state any such data or who shall
refuse to exhibit his records for inspection and examination as
herein required shall be punished as prescribed in section 15 of
this act.”

8ec. 10. That, effective July 1, 1931, subdivision H of section 11
of sald act is amended by inserting after the word * franchise ™
in line 8 thereof the following: *or of cooperative stores oper=-
ated exclusively by and for native Indians, Eskimos, or half-breeds,
or of stores operated by missions exclusively for native Indians,
Eskimos, or half-breeds: Provided, That the stores exempted from
procuring licenses as herein provided shall, on or before 30 days
after the expiration of each license year as specified in this act,
make a written statement to the commission on a form prepared
and furnished by it setting forth such material facts concerning
the management and operation of such store as the commission
may by such form require and in addition thereto shall keep the
records, ‘make the reports, incur the penalties, and In all other
respects be subject to the requirements of subdivision F of sec-
tion 11 to the same extent as licensed fur dealers,” and by strik=-
ing out all after the colon in line 14 thereof and inserting in
lieu thereof the following:

“(a) If the applicant is a resident of the Territory, $10; or is
an assoclation or copartnership composed exclusively of residents
of the Territory, organized under the laws of the Territory, for
each member, $10.

“(b) If the applicant is a nonresident of the Territory who is
a citizen of the United States, or is a corporation composed ex=-
clusively of citizens of the United States, organized under the
laws of the Territory or of a State of the United States, or is an
association or copartnership composed exclusively of citizens of
the United States, organized under the laws of the Territory or of
a State of the United States, any member of which is a nonresi-
dent of the Territory, $100.

“(c) If the applicant is an alien, or is a corporation, association,
or copartnership, not organized under the laws of the Territory
or of a State of the United States, or is a corporation, association,
or copartnership, any stockholder or member of which is an alien,
$500

“(d) If the applicant is a resident of the Territory and an
agent in charge of a station of a fur dealer of either of the classes
(a), (b), or (¢), or a resident itinerant agent of such dealer, $10.

“(e) If the applicant is a nonresident of the Territory but a.
citizen of the United States and an agent in charge of a station
of a fur dealer of either of the classes (a), (b), or (c), or a non-
resident citizen itinerant agent of such dealer, $100.

“{f) If the applicant is an alien and an agent in charge of a
station of a fur dealer of either of the classes (a), (b), or (c), or
an alien itinerant agent of such dealer, $500: Provided, That no




license shall be issued to any agent whose principal has not pro-
«cured a license in accordance with (a), (b), or (c).”

SEec. 11, That, effective July 1, 1931, Subdivision I of section 11
jof sald act is amended to read as follows:

“ SuspivistoN I. FEES AND APPLICATIONS FOR, AND ISSUANCE OF
‘LICENSES AND PERMITS.—Licenses and resident export permits shall
be issued by the -commission through its members, game wardens,
and other persons authorized by it in writing to sell licenses.
Resident export licenses and permits may also be issued by cus-
toms officers, Application blanks for licenses and permits shall
be furnished by the commission and shall be in such form as the
commission may by regulation determine. Each application shall
be subscribed and sworn to by the applicant before an officer
authorized to administer oaths in the Territory. Members of the
commission and its game wardens and other persons authorized in
writing by it to issue licenses, and postmasters and customs offi-
cers, are hereby authorized to administer such oaths. The ap-
plicant for a license or resident export permit shall accompany his
application with a license or permit fee as follows: Nonresident
general hunting and trapping license, $50; nonresident small-
game hunting license, $10; resident export and return license,
&1 for each trophy; resident export permit, if removing residence,
81 for each animal, $1 for each bird, if otherwise, $5 for each ani-
mal, 81 for each bird; registered guide license, $10; alien special
license, $100; and fur-farm license, $2."

Bec. 12. Section 13 of said act is amended by adding at the end
thereof the following: “ Provided, That no action in rem shall be
required with respect to any wild animal or bird, or part thereof,
or any gun, net, trap, or other device possessed or used in or in
aid of a violation of this act and legally seized when the claimant
thereof releases such article or articles to the United States by a
voluntary release in writing witnessed by two disinterested phrties,
in which case such articles shall be disposed of by the commis-
slon and if sold the proceeds shall be disposed of as provided in
this section.”

SEec. 13. Section 15 of sald act is amended by striking out all
the words between the semicolons in lines 7 and 10 thereof and
by inserting in lieu thereof the following: *“and, in addition
thereto, any person convicted of a violation of any provision of
this act who is the holder of any form of license issued thereunder
shall thereupn forfeit said license and shall surrender it upon
demand of any person authorized by the commission to recelive it,
and upon a second conviction he shall not be entitled to, nor
shall he be granted, a license of such form for a period of one year
from date of such forfeiture, and upon a third or successive con-
viction, for a period of five years from the date of such forfeiture;
and any cooperative store operated exclusively by and for native
Indians, Eskimos, or half-breeds, or any store operated by mis-
sions exclusively for native Indians, Eskimos, or half-breeds,
without a license as provided in this act, upon a second or third
conviction for violation of this act, shall not be entitled to engage
in the business of dealing in furs for such time as the court
before whom such conviction is had may decide: Provided, That
such prohibition shall not be imposed for the first conviction, nor
for a period in excess of one year from date of the second convic-
tion, nor for a period in excess of five years from date of the third
or any subsequent conviction.”

Sec. 14. Section 16 of said act is amended to read as follows:

“ SEc. 16. ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS FOR PURPOSES OF PROSECU-
TION—COORDINATION OF FISCAL BUSINESS: That such officers, agents,
or employees of the Secretary of Agriculture or the Alaska Game
Commission as may be designated in writing by said Secretary or
commission for the purpose are hereby authorized and empowered
to administer to or take from any person, an oath, afirmation, or
affidavit whenever such oath, afirmation, or afidavit is for use in
any prosecution or proceeding under or in the enforcement of this
act; and, in order to coordinate the fiscal business of the United
States Department of Agriculture and the Alaska Game Commis-
sion in Alaska, the ex officlo commissioner of said department in
Alaska designated by the Secretary of Agriculture pursuant to the
authority contained in the act of Febtuary 10, 1927 (44 Stat. pt. 2,
EEJ 1068), with the approval of said commission, may assign a

nded disbursing officer of said department stationed in Alaska
to perform and discharge, without additional compensation, so
much of the duties imposed and conferred upon the executive
officer of said commission by this act as consist of the disburse-
ment and receipt of public funds; and during the continuation of
such assignment the bond of such executive officer required by
section 6 of this act shall be reduced to $1,000, and the bond of
the disbursing officer so assigned shall be increased by the amount
of $20,000, the premium for such additional amount to be paid
as provided for in sald section 6 of this act.”

REFUNDS ON ACCOUNT OF OVERPAYMENT TO RAILROADS

The bill (S. 3199) authorizing refunds to certain railroads
-of interest erroneously collected on account of overpayments
under sections 209 and 212 of the transportation act, 1920, as
‘amended, was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a

third reading, read the third time as amended, and passed,
-as follows:

Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, to the following railroads the sums
hereinafter mentioned, as a refund of the amount of inter-
est erroneously collected from such railroads on overpayments,
Ssubsequently returned, which were made by the United States
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under sections 209 (g) and 212 of the transportation act, 1020, as
amended: To the Bangor & Aroostook Railroad Co., $2,203.87; to
the Birmingham & Southeastern Railway Co., $1,518.50; to the
Gulf, Texm Western Railway Co., $2,612,31; to the Leavenworth
Terminal way & Bridge Co., $2,902.68; to the Louisville Bridge
& Terminal Railroad Co., $29,488.88; to the Marion & Rye Valley
Rallroad Co., $112.38; to the Morgan's Louisville & Texas Railroad
Co., $8,639.83; to the Mount Hope Mineral Railroad Co., $29.79; to
the Northern Alabama Railway Co., $991.06; and to the Paris &
Great Northern Railroad Co., $353.53.

FARES OF SCHOOL CHILDREN IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent to withdraw the amendment which I offered
to House bill 12571.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oklahoma will be
withdrawn. The junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass]
having objected to the bill, and not being here to withdraw
his objection, the Chair thinks nothing can be done.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The objection was raised by
the Senator from South Carolina, and he does not now
offer objection. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may
be considered. )

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood
the Senator from Virginia to object.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator from Virginia
expressly stated that he had no objection whatever to the
bill as it was reported by the committee.

Mr. KING. That is correct.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Very well. The Senator
from South Carolina withdraws his objection, and the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma withdraws his amendment.

Mr. BLEASE. I have not any objection to the bill as
reported from the committee, and I withdraw my objection
if the amendment of the Senator from Oklahoma is with-
drawn.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Okla-
homa has withdrawn his amendment. The Chair under-
:hmbdsili all Senators having withdrawn their objections to

e [—

Mr. GLASS. I withdraw mine.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be considered
as having passed through the various parliamentary stages
to its passage and passed.

Mr. REED. What bill is that?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is Order of Business
1247, being House bill 12571, to provide for the transportation
;)I school children in the District of Columbia at a reduced

are.

Mr. HEFLIN. I ask what became of the hill reducing
fares to school children in the District of Columbia?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That bill was just passed.

JOHN M. FLYNN

Mr. COUZENS subsequently said: Mr. President, so long
as we are reverting to some of the bills passed over, I ask
unanimous consent to recur to Calendar No. 925, being the
bill (H. R. 3644) for compensation in behalf of John M.
Flynn. The bill has been on the calendar a long time.
There have been objections by the Senator from Nebraska
[Mr. HoweLL] and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. GLENN],
but I desire to offer a substitute for the bill to which I think
there will be no objection. I offer the amendment which I
send to the desk.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider
the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment pro-
posed by the Senator from Michigan will be stated.

The Cuier CLErRE. It is proposed to strike ouf all after
the enacting clause and insert the following:

That sections 17 and 20 of the act entitled “An act to provide
compensation for employees of the United States suffering injuries
while in the performance of their duties, and for other purposes,”
approved September 7, 1016, as amended, are hereby walved in
favor of John M. Flynn, who was Iinjured May 4, 1921, while in

the performance of his duties es an elevator operator in the
Federal building at Springfield, TIL

ST TR e e e e e e




1931

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
amendment is agreed to.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I understood the Senator to
say that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. GLENN] has hereto-
fore objected to the bill. Does he know that the amend-
ment will be satisfactory to him?

Mr. COUZENS. I have consulted the Senator from
Tlinois, and he said that the amendment was entirely satis-
factory to him.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
third reading of the bill.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA TRAFFIC ACT

Mr. KEAN. I ask unanimous consent to recur to Order of
Business 1411, being House bill 5229, to amend the acts of
Congress approved March 3, 1925, and June 3, 1926, known
as the District of Columbia traffic acts, and for other
purposes. .

SEVERAL SEwNATORS. Regular order!

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is de-
manded. The Secretary will state the next bill on the
calendar.

USE AND OCCUPANCY OF NATIONAL-FOREST LANDS

The bill (S. 5810) to facilitate the use and occupancy of
national-forest lands for purposes of residence, recreation,
education, industry, and commerce was announced as next
in order.

Mr. TRAMMELL. I object to the bill.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator with-
hold his objection?

Mr. TRAMMELL. I withhold it for a moment, but for
an explanation only.

Mr. COPELAND. I think the Senator from Oregon [Mr.
McNary] can make a satisfactory explanation of this bill.
I know little about it except that in my State the depart-
ment of agriculture has indicated its desire that the bill
might pass, and I hope that we may hear from the Senator
from Oregon.

Mr, McNARY. After consulting to-day with the Chief of
Forestry, I, too, ask that the bill go over for the present.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

Mr. TRAMMELL. I merely want to have a little fime to
look into the bill.

Mr. PITTMAN. I desire to give notice that I shall ask
unanimous consent later, after the Senator from Florida
shall have had a chance to examine the bill, to take it up
and have it considered.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be tempo-
rarily passed over.

RATINGS OF NAVAL ACADEMY BAND

The bill (H. R. 10380) adjusting the salaries of the Naval
Academy Band was considered, read the third time, and

passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Naval Academy Band shall here-
after consist of one leader with the pay and allowances of a
lleutenant, senior grade, United States Navy, one second leader
with the pay and allowances of a warrant officer; and of such
enlisted men and in such ratings as may be assigned to that
band by the Navy Department: Provided, That the ratings and the
proportionate distribution among the ratings of the enlisted men
shall be substantially the same as in the Navy Band: Provided
further, That the leader, second leader, and the enlisted men of
the Naval Academy Band shall be entitled to the same benefits in
respect to pay, emoluments, and retirement arising from longevity,
reenlistment, and length of service as are or hereafter may
become applicable to other officers and enlisted men of the Navy.

THE STAR-SPANGLED BANNER

The bill (H. R. 14) to make the Star-Spangled Banner the
national anthem of the United States of America was an-
nounced as next in order,

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, what bill is that?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a House bill reported
by the Committee on the Library.

The question is on the
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LITTLE ROCK COLLEGE, ARKANSAS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 407) for
the relief of Little Rock College, Little Rock, Ark., which
had been reported from the Committee on Claims with an
amendment, in line 6, after the words “sum of,” to strike
out “ $670.09 ” and insert “ $1,451.41,” so as to make the bill
read:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of War be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to reopen and allow credit in
the property accounts of Little Rock College, Little Rock, Ark,, in
the sum of $1,451.41, representing certain articles of ordnance,
quartermaster, and engineer property for which the said Little
Rock College is held liable on reports or surveys, as follows:
Nos. 7, 8, 11, 12, approved January 13, 1926, and No, 10, approved
January 5, 1926.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM J. RYAN

The bill (S. 4068) for the relief of William J. Ryan, chap-
lain, United States Army, was considered, ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and

passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Willlam J. Ryan, United States Army
chaplain, Fort Winfield Scott, Calif., the sum of $225.75, in full
satisfaction of his claim against the United States for damage to
his automobile as the result of an operation of the United States
Army on Lincoln Boulevard, Presidio of San Francisco, Calif.,
on ‘April 18, 1929.

STERLING S. BALL

The bill (H. R. 8253) for the relief of Sterling S. Ball was
considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United
States is authorized and directed to credit the accounts of Sterling
8. Ball, former postmaster at Kahoka, Mo., with the sum of $177.98,
representing the value of war-savings stamps and other property
lost from the post office at Kahoka, Mo., on December 19, 1918.

SEc. 2. The sureties on the bond of Sterling 8. Ball as such post=-
master are relieved from any liability on account of such loss.

E. F. ZANETTA

The bill (8. 3213) for the relief of E. F. Zanetta was con-
sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to settle, ad-
just, and certify to the Congress the claim of E. F. Zanetta in the
sum of $2,315.32 in full settlement for damages sustained by reason
of a collision between his truck and an Army tractor on the
Castroville-Monterey Highway on or about June 6, 1927,

W. STANLEY GORSUCH

‘The bill (S. 5117) for the relief of W. Stanley Gorsuch
was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows: -

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to W. Stanley Gorsuch
the sum of $45 for damages sustained by him when his automo-
bile was struck on September 17, 1928, by a steel cable depending
from an airplane belonging to the Government at or near the
Aberdeen Proving Ground in the State of Maryland.

CLARENCE R. KILLION

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 5141) for
the relief of Clarence R. Killion, which had been reported
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amend-
ment, in line 9, after the words “ on the,” to insert “ 1st,” so
as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers, Clarence R. Killion, who served in Company M, One hun-
dred and sixty-eighth Infantry, Forty-second Division, shall here-
after be held and considered to have been honorably discharged
from the military service of the United States as a private of said
division on the lst day of December,-1919: Provided, That no back
pay, compensation, or allowance shall be held to have accrued

prior to the passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third rewviing,
read the third time, and passed.
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BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 5745) to amend the act entitled “An act de-
fining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the
manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleo~
margarine,” approved August 2, 1886, as amended, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. SMITH. I ask that that bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
OVer.

SARAH ANN COE

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3611) for
the relief of Sarah Ann Coe, which had been reported from
the Committee on Claims, with an amendment, on line 8§,
after the words “ sum of,” to strike out “ $5,000 ” and insert
“ $4,000,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Sarah Ann Coe,
widow of John Coe, deceased, out of any money in the. Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 4,000 in full settlement
for the death of her husband, who was killed on the morn.tng of
%ecgmher 29, 1923, by a United States mall truck at Huntington,

« Va.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was ordered fo be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

JEFF DAVIS CAPERTON AND LUCY VIRGINIA CAPERTON

The bill (S. 1793) for the relief of Jeff Davis Caperton
,and Lucy Virginia Caperton, was considered, ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
‘passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That sectlons 17 and 20 of the act entitled
“An act to provide compensation for employees of the United
Btates suffering injuries while in the performance of their duties,
and for other purposes,” approved September 7, 1916, as amended,
are hereby waived in favor of Jeff Davis Caperton and Lucy
Virginia Caperton, parents of J. P. Caperton, who was killed
August 24, 1918, at Nitro, W. Va., when a freight train backed
into the ambulance he was driving while in the performance of
his duties.

CLARENCE G. YOUNG

The bill (S. 4306) for the relief of Clarence G. Young,
was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Clarence G. Young,
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
the sum of $50 in full satisfaction of all claims against the United
States for the loss of a horse hired to the United States Forest
Service on August 13, 1929.

GUY CLATTERBUCK

The bill (S. 4444) for the relief of Guy Clatterbuck, was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $35 to Guy
Clatterbuck, a forest ranger employed on the Flathead National
Forest, State of Montana, in payment for a horse which was lost
during a forest fire in sald national forest.

HERMAN INGMAN

The bill (S. 5183) for the relief of Herman Ingman, was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury Is au-
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, to Herman Ingman, assistant post-
master at Marysville, Mont., the sum of $230 in full satisfaction
of his claim against the United States for services rendered in
hauling the mails between Marysville and Silver City, Mont,,
from May 5 to June 30, 1930, both dates inclusive.

E. G. MASON

The bill (S. 5516) for the relief of E. G. Mason, was con-

sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $200 to
E. G. Mason, of Mercedes, Tex., which sum was pald by him
April 6, 1928, to the United States by reason of the forfeiture of
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the bail bond of Valentin Trevino, who was later taken into
custody by said Mason, at his own expense, and surrendered to
the United States marshal, entered a plea of guilty, and sentenced
to serve a term In jail,

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 5757) to amend an act entitled “An act to
provide for the construction of certain public buildings, and
for other purposes,” approved May 25, 1926 (45 Stat. 630),
and acts amendatory thereof, was announced as next in
order.

Mr, JOHNSON. I ask that that bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over,

REBECCA E. OLMSTED

The bill (H. R. 3428) for the relief of Rebecca E. Olm-
sted was considered, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be il enacted, etc., That Rebecca E. Olmsted, mother of Lieut.
Robert 8. Olmsted, Air Service, United States Army, shall be re-
garded as the duly designated beneficlary and dependent of the

late Robert S. Olmsted, under the act approved December 17,
1919 (41 Stat. 367).

CONVENTION OF FRENCH VETERANS OF WORLD WAR

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5571) to
provide for the entertainment of members and delegates to
the Fourteenth Annual Convention of the French Veterans
of the World War, to be held in the District of Columbia
in September, 1932, which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations with an amendment on line
3, after the words “sum of,” to strike out “ $150,000” and
insert “ $50,000,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the sum of $50,000 is authorized to be
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, as a contribution by the United States, for the ex-
penses and entertainment while in the United States of delegates
and members participating in the Fourteenth Annual Convention
of the French Veterans of the World War, to be held in the Dis-
trict of Columbia in September, 1932, during the celebration of the
two hundredth anniversary of the birth of George Washington,
and in honor of the birthday of General Lafayette. Such sum
shall be expended by the national treasurer of the American
Legion under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of State
may prescribe. The United States shall not be liable, directly or
indirectly, for any expense, obligation, or Indebtedness incident
to such convention.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 915) to incorporate the American National
Institute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France, was announced as
next in order.

Mr. KING. I ask that the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator with-
hold his objection for a moment?

Mr. KING. Yes; I withhold it.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I desire to call attention
first to the fact that this report is attached to the star
print, as the Senator will notice on the first page. That is
a mistake, because it was not intended by the Committee
on the Library that any appropriation should be authorized.

I ask in the first place, before we say anything about the
bill, that section 9 on page 5 be stricken from the bill, be-
cause it was not intended that there should be any appro-
priation, as the Senator from Ohio knows.

I ask unanimous consent to omit section 9 from the bill

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
amendment is agreed to.

The CHier CLERK. It is proposed to strike out lines 20, 21,
22, and 23 on page 5.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
amendment is agreed to.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the purpose of this bill
is to permit the national incorporation of a project which is
now a New York Stafte project. It proposes to encourage

Without objection, the
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American students who are abroad studying the various
arts and sciences. The municipality of Paris has presented
a site. It does not invelve any expendifure on the part of
the Government. Private enterprise, if any, will provide any
buildings or other equipment.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I agree most heartily with the
object of this bill; but the matter has been before the Ju-
diciary Committee upon a number of occasions. I have
always taken the position that the Federal Government has
no authority to grant these private charters, even for pur-
poses of this character. These estimable people can form
a corporation under the laws of the State of New York or
under the laws of the District of Columbia; but we have
heard of cases where national charters have been’obtained,
and the people who have dealt with them have believed that
it was a Federal charter; that the Government was behind
it; that it was a Government institution; and I have taken
the position that the Federal Government ought not to grant
these special charters. I object.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I call for the regular order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

ROBERT E. BECK

The bill (H. R. 1836) for the relief of Robert E. Beck,
otherwise known as Rudolph E. Beck and Harry J. Brown,
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws
conferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably dis-
charged soldiers Robert E. Beck, otherwise known as Rudolph E.
Beck and Harry J. Brown, who was a member of Company C,
Twenty-third Regiment United States Infantry, and who was
honorably discharged from Company L, Eighteenth Regiment
United States Infantry, on December 29, 1801, shall hereafter be
held and considered to have been honorably discharged from
the military service of the United States as a private of that
organization on the 14th day of February, 1808: Provided, That
no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have
accrued prior to the passage of this act.

MILDRED L. WILLIAMS

The bill (H. R. 2887) for the relief of Mildred L. Williams
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is authorized and
directed to pay, out of the appropriation, “ Pay, etec., of the Army,”
to Mildred L. Williams, of Atlantic, Iowa, widow of the late First
Lieut. W. C. Williams, jr.,, an amount equal to six months' pay
of Lieutenant Willlams, who was killed in an airplane accident
March 380, 1928, while serving with the Twelfth Observation
Squadron, Second Division, Aid Corps.

JENNIE BRUCE GALLAHAN

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 934) for the
relief of Jennie Bruce Gallahan, which had been reported
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with an
amendment, on page 1, line 6, after the words “ sum of,” to
strike out “ $10,000 ” and insert “ $5,000,” so as to make the
bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Jennie Bruce Gallahan, the sum of
$5,000 as compensation for the death of her husband, Samuel L.
Gallahan, late lieutenant, District of Columbia fire department,
which occurred while he was engaged in the performance of his
duties: Provided, That such sum shall be in addition to any pay-
ments heretofore or hereafter received from the policemen and
firemen's relief fund, District of Columbia, on account of such
death.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

MEDAL TO COMMEMORATE SURRENDER OF LORD CORNWALLIS

The bill (S. 5677) to authorize the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to prepare and manufacture & medal in commemora-
tion of the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the sur-
render of Lord Cornwallis at Yorktown, Va., and of the
establishment of the independence of the United States,
was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in commemoration of the one hundred

and fiftieth anniversary of the swrrender of Lord Cornwallls at
Yorktown, Va. and of the establishment of the independence of
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the United States, the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to
prepare and manufacture at the United States Mint at Philadel-
phia a medal from an appropriate design with devices, emblems,
and inscriptions significant of this historic achievement. The
medals herein authorized shall be manufactured, not to exceed
500,000 in number, subject to the provisions of section 52 of the
coinage act of 1873, from suitable models to be supplied by the
United States Yorktown Sesquicentennial Commission. The medals
80 prepared shall be delivered at the Philadelphia mint to a desig-
nated agent of the United States Yorktown Sesquicentennial Com-
mission upon payment of the cost thereof.

AMENDMENT OF ACT FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF ARLINGTON
MEMORIAL BRIDGE

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5545) to
amend an act approved February 24, 1925, entitled “An act
to provide for the construction of a memorial bridge across
the Potomac River from a point near the Lincoln Memorial,
in the city of Washington, to an appropriate point in the
State of Virginia, and for other purposes,” which had been
reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds with an amendment, on page 3, to strike out lines
1 and 2 and insert:

SEc. 9. Whenever it becomes necessary to acquire by condems-
nation proceedings any lands in the State of Virginia for the
purpose of carrying out the provisions of the act, such proceed-
ings shall conform as near as may be to the proceedings author-
ized by chapter 472 of the 1928 acts of the General Assembly of
Virginia (Acts of the 1928 General Assembly of Virginia, pp.
1228-1230), empowering the State highway commissioner of Vir-
ginia to condemn lands for State highway purposes: Provided,
That in addition to the exercise of the power of eminent domain
as hereinbefore provided, the Arlington Memorial Bridge Commis-
sion is hereby authorized to enter upon and take possession of
mch lands and rights of way as it may deem necessary for the
of this act and to proceed with the construction of such
hlghway. bridges, and other improvements on such lands without
having first condemned the same: Provided, however, That within
60 days after taking possession of such lands and rights of way,
if the United States and the owner or owners thereof have been
unable to agree upon just compensation therefor, condemnation
proceedings shall be instituted as hereinabove provided.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to provide for
the construction of a memorial bridge across the Potomac River
from a point near the Lincoln Memorial, in the city of Wash-
ington, to an appropriate point in the State of Virginia, and for
other purposes,” approved February 24, 1925, is hereby amended
by the addition thereto of the following:

“8ec. B. That the sald Arlington Memorial Bridge Commission
is hereby authorized and directed to establish and construct a
boulevard approach to the bridge at the Virginia terminus begin-
ning at a point designated as station 107 adjacent to the west
side of Fort Myer Military Reservation and encircling and passing
through the reservation and Arlington Natlonal Cemetery, as
shown by and in accordance with a map entitled ‘Arlingion Me-
morial Bridge, Proposed Lee Boulevard Approach,’ dated February
3, 1930, on file in the office of the Arlington Memorial Bridge
Commission; and for that purpose to use such land owned by
the United States of America as, in its judgment, may be neces-
sary; and to acquire by purchase, condemnation, exchange, or
otherwise such other lands as, in its judgment, may be necessary:
Provided, however, That upon passage of this act and before any
expenditure by said commission for acquisition of land, or for con-
struction, the fee-simple title now possessed and held in trust by
the National Boulevard Association for the State of Virginia shall
be surrendered to the United States of America by a deed of gen-
eral warranty, the value of such land amounting to approximately
$175,000, the titles to all land to be approved by the Attorney
General of the United States.

“ Sec. 9. Whenever it becomes necessary to acquire by condem-
nation proceedings any lands in the State of Vtrgmja for the pur-
pose of carrying out the provisions of the act, such proceedings shall
conform as near as may be to the proceedings authorized by chap-
ter 472 of the 1928 acts of the General Assembly of Virginia (Acts
of the 1928 General Assembly of Virginia, pp. 1228-1230), empower-
ing the State highway commissioner of Virginia to condemn lands
for State highway purposes: Provided, That in addition to the
exercise of the power of eminent domain as hereinbefore provided,
the Arlington Memorial Bridge Commission is hereby authorized to
enter upon and take possession of such lands and rights of way as
it may deem necessary for the purposes of this act and to proceed
with the construction of such highway, bridges, and other improve-
ments on such lands without having first condemned the same:
Provided, however, That within 60 days after taking possession of
such lands and rights of way, if the United States and the owner
or owners thereof have been unable to agree upon just compensa-
tion therefor, condemnation proceedings shall be instituted as
hereinabove provided.

“8Sec. 10. That the Arlington Memorial Bridge Commission is
hereby authorized to make exchange of land with the Washington-
Virginia Electric Rallroad Co. In case removal of tra’ks to another
location may make such exchange desirable.
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“Bec. 11. That the Arlington Memorial Bridge Commission is
hereby authorized and directed to prepare plans for the construc-
tion of said Lee Boulevard approach in keeping with the memorial-
bridge project and with its character as a principal approach and
gateway to Washington, the plans to include separation of grades
and landscaping as sald bridge commission may determine.

“ 8ec. 12, That in order to provide for the cost of plans and esti-
mates and acquisition of necessary lands the limit of the total cost
of the Arlington memorial project, as set forth in the sald act,
approved February 24, 1925, is hereby increased by the sum of
$812,087.50, which additional amount, or so much thereof as may
be necessary, s authorized to be appropriated from any moneys
available or that may become available in the Treasury of the
United States.

“Sec. 13. That upon completion of the construction of the said
approach, the roadway, together with the right of way, shall be
transferred to the park system under the Director of Public Build-
ings and Public Parks of the National Capital for maintenance,
development, and policing: Provided, That such portions of the
appurtenant lands not included in the 200-foot right of way as. in
the opinion of the Arlington Memorial Bridge Commission, would
be particularly useful to the Arlington National Cemetery or the
Fort Myer Military Reservation, may be transferred to the juris-
diction of the Secretary of War,

“BSec. 14. That this act shall take effect upon its passage.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I am advised that the
junior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. McMasTter] de-
sires to be heard on that matter, and I ask that the bill be
temporarily passed over.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will
not make objection. I did not understand what he said.
What statement did the Senator make?

Mr. McNARY. I stated that the junior Senator from
South Dakota [Mr. McMasTer] desires to be heard on the
matter, and I insist that the bill must go over for the evening
during his absence.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore,
over,

The bill will be passed

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 16654) making appropriations for the
legislative branch of the Government for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1932, was announced as next in order.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE and other Senators. Let that go
over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
OVer.

The bill (S. 5818) to regulate commerce between the
United States and foreign countries in crude petroleum and
all products of petroleum, including fuel oil, and to limit the
importation thereof, and for other purposes, was announced
as next in order.

SEVERAL SEnaTORs. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
OVer.

CHIPPEWA INDIANS OF MINNESOTA

The bill (S. 4831) to amend an act approved May 14, 1926
(44 Stat. 555), entitled “An act authorizing the Chippewa
Indians of Minnesota to submit claims to the Court of

_Claims,” was announced as next in order.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I move that Order of Busi-
ness 1545, House bill 13584, be substituted for this bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, that
order will be entered.

The bill (H. R. 13584) to amend an act approved May 14,
1926 (44 Stat. 555), entitled “An act authorizing the Chip-
pewa Indians of Minnesota to submit claims to the Court
of Claims,” was considered, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section * of an act approved May 14,
1926 (44 Stat. 555), be, and the same is hereby, amended to read
as follows:

“ Section 1. That jurisdiction be, and is hereby, conferred upon
the Court of Claims, with right of appeal to the Supreme Court
of the United States by either party as in other cases, notwith-
standing the lapse of time or statute of limitations, to hear, ex-
amine, and adjudicate and render judgment in any and all legal
and equitable claims arising under or growing out of the act of
January 14, 1889 (25 Stat. L. 642), or arising under or growing out
of any subsequent act of Congress In relation to Indian affairs
which sald Chippewa Indians of Minnesota may have against the
United States, which claims have not heretofore been determined
and adjudicated on their merits by the Court of Claims or the
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Supreme Court of the United States. In any such suit or suits
the plaintiff, the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota, shall be con-
sidered as including and representing all those entitled to share
in either the interest or in the final distribution of the permanent
fund provided for by section 7 of the act of January 14, 1889 (25
Stat. L. 642), and the agreements entered into thereunder. That
nothing herein shall be construed to affect the powers of the
Secretary of the Interior to determine the roll of the Chippewa
Indians of Minnesota for the purpose of making the final dis-
tribution of the permanent Chippewa fund. This act shall apply
to any and all suit or suits brought under said act of May 14,
1926, whether now pending or hereafter commenced.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, Sen-
ate bill 4831 will be indefinitely postponed.

EASTERN BAND OF CHEROKEE INDIANS, NORTH CAROLINA

The bill (8. 5110) to amend the act of June 4, 1924, pro-
viding for a final disposition of the affairs of the Eastern
Band of Cherokee Indians in North Carolina was consid-
ered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the final roll of the Eastern Band of
Cherokee Indians in North Carolina directed to be prepared by the act
of June 4, 1924 (43 Stat. L. 376), is hereby declared to be a final
roll of said Indians only for the purpose of showing the member-
ship of said band as it existed on the 4th day of June, 1924: Pro-
vided, That thereafter no person of less than one-sixteenth de-
gree of sald Eastern Cherokee Indian blood shall be recognized
as entitled to any rights with the Eastern Band of Cherokee
by inheritance from a deceased member or mem-
further, That the Secretary of the Interior is
hereby authorized to defer the work of making allotments in
severalty to the enrolled members of said band as provided for
in said act until otherwise directed' by Congress.

Sec. 2. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict herewith are
hereby repealed.

CELEBRATION OF SURRENDER OF LORD CORNWALLIS

The bill (S. 6032) amending section 1 of Public Resolution
No. 89, Seventy-first Congress, approved June 17, 1930, entitled
“Joint resolution providing for the participation of the
United States in the celebration of the one hundred and
fiftieth anniversary of the siege of Yorkitown, Va., and the
surrender of Lord Cornwallis on October 19, 1781, and au-
thorizing an appropriation to be used in connection with
such celebration, and for other purposes,” was considered,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of Public Resolution No. 89,
Seventy-first Congress, approved June 17, 1930, entitled * Joint
resolution providing for the participation of the United States in
the celebration of the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of
the siege of Yorktown, Va., and the surrender of Lord Cornwallis
on October 19, 1781, and authorizing an appropriation to be used
in connection with such celebration, and for other purposes,” be,
and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows:

“ 8ecrioN 1. That the commission heretofore created pursuant
to House Concurrent Resolution 43, Seventieth Congress, first
session, and known as the United States Yorktown Sesquicenten-
nial Commission, be, and the same is hereby, continued by the
same name and hereinafter referred to as the commission.

“The membership on the commission of Senators and Members
of the House of Representatives shall continue irrespective of
their terms as Members of Congress. Any vacancies arising in the
personnel of the said commission shall be filled as follows: Any
vacancles occurring among Senators shall be filled by the Presi-
dent of the Senate, and any vacancies occurring among Members
of the House of Representatives before the organization of the
Seventy-second Congress shall be filled by appointment by the
present Speaker of the House of Representatives.”

ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

The bill (H. R. 11967) to provide for the appointment of
an additional district judge for the southern district of
Illinois was considered, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be,
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to appoint, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, an additional judge of the
District Court of the United States for the Southern District of
Illinois.

PER CAPITA PAYMENT TO MENOMINEE INDIANS OF WISCONSIN

The hill (S. 5684) authorizing a per capita payment of
$100 to the members of the Menominee Tribe of Indians
of Wisconsin from funds on deposit to their credit in the
Treasury of the United States was announced as next in
order.

Indians except
bers: P
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, immediately follow-
ing this hill is an identical House bill, H. R. 11281. I ask
unanimous consent that the House bill be substituted for
the Senate bill, and that the Senate bill may be indefinitely
postponed

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, both
orders will be entered. :

The bill (H. R. 11281) authorizing a per capita payment
of $50 to the members of the Menominee Tribe of Indians
of Wisconsin from funds on deposit to their credit in the
Treasury of the United States was considered, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and
he is hereby, authorized to withdraw from the fund in the Treas-
ury of the United States on deposit to the credit of the Menomi-
ne2 Indians in the State of Wisconsin a sufficlent sum to make
therefrom a per capita payment or distribution of $50 to each
of the living members on the tribal roll of the Menominee Tribe

of Indians of the State of Wisconsin, under such rules and regu-
lations as the said Secretary may prescribe.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, Sen-
ate bill 5684 will be indefinitely postponed.

UTE INDIANS OF UTAH, COLORADO, AND NEW MEXICO

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4321) for
the relief of the confederated bands of Ute Indians, located
in Utah, Colorado, and New Mexico, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on Indian Affairs, with amend-
ments, on page 1, line 3, after the words “ sum of,” to strike
out “ $645,600 " and insert “ §161,400 ”’; on line 7, after the
words “compensation for,” to insert “the surface rights
in"”; on page 2, to strike out lines 1 and 2 and insert “ and
September 27, 1924 ”; and on the same page, after line 18,
to insert:

Sec. 2. The payment authorized by section 1 shall not be con-
strued to include any compensation for any mineral rights in such
Jdands, or as a legislative determination of the wvalue of such
mineral rights, which are left to be determined thereafter, or
of the per acre value of any other lands in which such Indians
may have any claim or interest.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $161,400 be, and the same
is hereby, authorized to be appropriated, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for payment to the
confederated bands of Ute Indians in full compensation for the
surface rights in 64,660 acres of land in western Colorado, taken
.from the said Indians by the United States and set aside as a
naval oil reserve by Executive orders dated December 6, 1916, and
September 27, 1924; said sum to be placed on the books of the
Treasury Department to the credit of the confederated bands of
Ute Indians, as a trust fund to be added to the trust fund of said
Indians created by the act of Congress approved March 4, 1913
(37 Stat. 834), to bear interest at 4 per cent per annum from the
dates of said Executive orders, respectively, and to be subject to
disposal in accordance with existing law; and the Secretary of the
Interior shall have jurisdiction to determine, fix, and pay out of
the sald sum a reasonable amount for attorneys' fees, not to ex-
ceed 10 per cent of the sum accruing to the credit of the Indians
hereunder for services rendered, and all necessary and proper
expenses, as provided for in two contracts made by respective
bands of said Indians with their attorneys, as approved by the
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.

Sec. 2. The payment authorized by section 1 shall not be con-
strued to include any compensation for any mineral rights in such
lands, or as a legislative determination of the value of such
mineral rights, which are left to be determined thereafter, or
of the per acre value of any other lands in which such Indians
may have any claim or interest.

The amendments were agreed to.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to ask the chair-
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs if the committee is
unanimous in reporting this bill.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, in the case of this bill a
subcommittee was appointed, of which the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. StExtwer] was chairman, and hearings were
held. The result was these amendments; and the report
was unanimous.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
whether the Indians are satisfied with the payment of this
sum for the surface rights of their lands?

Mr. FRAZIER. I think so, under the circumstances. The
last amendment provides that the value of the oil or min-
erals shall be paid for later on, when the value is determined.
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Mr, BRATTON. Are they satisfied with the settlement
so far as the surface rights are concerned?

Mr. FRAZIER. I understand they are. That is my un-
derstanding.

Mr. KING. I should like to have this bill go over.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

LANDS WITHIN CHEYENNE RIVER AND STANDING ROCK INDIAN
RESERVATIONS, NORTH AND SOUTH DAKOTA

The bill (H. R. 13587) to amend the act of April 25, 1922,
as amended, entitled “An act authorizing extensions of time
for the payment of purchase money due under certain home-
stead entries and Government-land purchases within the
former Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Indian Reser-
vations, N. Dak., and S. Dak,” was considered, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacied, etc.,, That any entryman or purchaser of ceded
Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Indian lands who is unable
to make payment as required by the act of March 31, 1928 (45
Stat. L. 400), may obtain an extension of time for the payment,
due December 1, 1830, of the total amount of principal and in-|
terest required by that act, for one year from the date when |
such sum became due under the provisions of saild act upon the
payment of interest on the fotal amount involved at the rate of
5 per cent per annum: Provided, That such claimant for the
same reason and upon making payment of interest may obtain
an extension of time for one year for payment of the amount
due under said act on December 1, 1931,

THEODORE ROOSEVELT MEMORIAL

The bill (H. R. 16078) to amend the act approved June 2,
1930, providing for a memorial to Theodore Roosevelt for
his leadership in the cause of forest conservation was con-
sidered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, eic., That the act approved June 2, 1930 (Public,
No. 296, Tist Cong.), be amended to read as follows:

“That the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized and directed
to erect a suitable memorial on the continental divide at the
summit of the Rocky Mountains on the boundary between the
Lewis and Clark National Forest and the Flathead National Forest
in Montana and along the Theodore Roosevelt International High-
way in commemoration of the leadership of Theodore Roosevelt
in preserving the forest resources of the United States: Provided,
That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of any
funds in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of
$25,000 for the purposes of this act.

“That the plan and design of such memorial shall be subject
to the approval of the National Commission of Fine Arts.

“The Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to do all things
necessary to accomplish said purpose, by contract or otherwise,
with or without advertising, under such conditions as he may
prescribe, including the engagement, by contract, of services of
such architects, sculptors, artists, or firms or partnerships thereof,
and other technical and professional personnel as he may deem
necessary without regard to civil-service requirements and restric-
tions of law governing the employment and compensation of em=
ployees of the United States, and to spend in accordance with the
provisions of this act such sum of money a&s may be placed in
his hands as a contribution additional to the funds appropriated
by Congress.” ’

EVERGLADES NATIONAL PARK, FLA.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5410) to
provide for the establishment of the Everglades National
Park in the State of Florida, and for other purposes, which
had been reported from the Committee on Public Lands
and Surveys, with amendments, on page 1, line 3, after the
word “to,” to insert “all the”; on page 2, line 15, after
the word “ purposes,” to insert “ Provided, That no land for
said park shall be accepted until exclusive jurisdiction over
the entire park area, in form satisfactory to the Secretary
of the Interior, shall have been ceded by the State of
Florida to the United States”; and on page 3, line 3, affer
the word “ park,” to insert ' Provided further, That nothing
in this act shall be construed to lessen any existing rights
of the Seminole Indians which are not in conflict with the
purposes for which the Everglades National Park is created,”
so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, eic., That when title to all the lands within the
area hereinafter referred to shall have been vested in the United
States, there shall be, and there is hereby, established, dedicated,
and set apart as a public park for the benefit and enjoyment of
the people, the tract of land in the region of the Everglades of

Dade, Monrce, and Collier Counties of the State of Florida, being
approximately 2,000 square miles, a8 may be recomumended &s a
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national park by the Secretary of the Interior and within bound-
aries to be fixed by him pursuant to the provisions of the act of
March 1, 1929 (45 Stat., pt. 1, p. 1443), which area, or any part
or parts thereof as may be accepted on behalf of the United
States in accordance with the provisions hereof, shall be known
as the Everglades National Park: Provided, That the United States
shall not purchase by appropriation of public moneys any land
“within the aforesaid area, but such lands shall be secured by
the United States only by public or private donation. :

Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, in
his discretion and upon submission of evidence of title satisfac-
tory to him, to accept on behalf of the United States, title to the
lands referred to in the previous section hereof as may be deemed
by him necessary or desirable for national-park purposes: Pro-
vided, That no land for said park shall be accepted until exclu-
sive jurisdiction over the entire park area, in form satisfactory to
the Secretary of the Interlor, shall have been ceded by the State
of Florida to the United States.

Sec. 3. The administration, protection, and development of the
aforesaid park shall be exercised under the direction of the Sec-
retary of the Interior by the National Park Service, subject to the
provisions of the act of August 25, 1916 (39 Stat. 535), entitled
“An act to establish a National Park Service, and for other pur-
poses,” as amended: Provided, That the provisions of the act ap-
proved June 10, 1920, known as the Federal water power act,
shall not apply to this park: Provided further, That nothing in
this act shall be construed to lessen any existing rights of the
Seminole Indians which are not in conflict with the purposes for
which the Everglades National Park is created.

The amendments were agreed fo.
~ The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

HIGH-SCHOOL BUILDING, FORT PECK INDIAN RESERVATION

The bill (S. 5184) to provide funds for cooperation with
the school board at Poplar, Mont., in the extension of the
high-school building to be available to Indian children of
the Fort Peck Indian Reservation was announced as next
in-order.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I move that Order of
Business 1549, House bill 15601, which has passed the House
and is identical with this bill, be substituted in place of
Senate bill 5184, and that the Senate bill be indefinitely
postponed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, that
substitution will be made.

The bill (H. R. 15601) to provide funds for cooperation
with the school board at Poplar, Mont., in the extension of
the high-school building to be available to Indian children
of the Fort Peck Indian Reservation was considered, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated, out of any funds in the Treasury not otherwise appropri-
ated, the sum of £50,000 for the purpose of cooperating with the
public school board of district No. 9, town of Poplar, and county
of Roosevelt, Mont., for the extension and betterment of the public
high-school building at Poplar, Mont.: Provided, That the expendi-
ture of any money so appropriated shall be subject to the express
conditions that the school maintained by the said school district
in the sald buillding shall be available to all Indian children of
Fort Peck Indian Reservation, Mont., on”the same terms, except
as to payment of tuition, as other children of said school district
and that accommodations in said enlarged building to the extent of
one-half its capacity shall be available for Indian children from
the Fort Peck Reservation: Provided further, That such expendi-
tures shall be subject to such further conditions as may be pre-
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, Senate
bill 5184 will be indefinitely postponed.

EVERGLADES NATIONAL PARK, FLA,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, we have just
passed the so-called Everglades National Park bill. I should
like to call atfention to the amendment at the conclusion
of the bill proposed by the committee, as follows:

Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed
to lessen any existing rights of the Seminole Indians which are

not in conflict with the purposes for which the Everglades Na-
tional Park is created.

It seems fo me that if the Seminole Indians have any
rights there, they ought to be protected, whether they are in
contravention of the purposes for which the park is created
or not.

I ask reconsideration of the vote by which the bill was
passed.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection——

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I say to the Sen-
ator on that question that the amendments reported by the
committee are to conform to the bill as it was reported by
the House committee unanimously. The House has a similar
bill, and the House committee amended it by putting in
these provisions; and that is the way it stands in the
House—reported by the committee, all favorable to it, with
these amendments. So I have asked the Senate committee
to accept those amendments, in order that if we pass the
bill here, all they will have to do is to substitute it for the
bill as it is reported in the House; and that is the object of
these amendments. I do not see any objection to it, and
I see no very great amount of good in the amendment, so
far as that is concerned; but I think it does not interfere
with the rights of the Indians, and it preserves this area
and protects the rights that the Indians may have. I see
no objection to the amendment; and it was asked by the
House committee.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I think if the
Senator from Florida will reflect upon the matter for a
moment, he will see that it contemplates that the Seminole
Indians have some rights, or may have some rights, which
are in conflict with the purposes to which the property is
now to be devoted. If they have, those rights ought to be
preserved, and not interfered with.

I regret the situation of which the Senator speaks, but I
am very sure the Senate would not care to pass the bill in
that way.

I move, Mr. President, that likewise the vote by which
that amendment was adopted be reconsidered.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not under-
stand that unanimous consent had been given for the recon-
sideration of the vote whereby the bill was passed. The
Chair understood the Senator from Florida to object.

Mr. FLETCHER. I have no objection to pursuing that
course. The only thing is that it endangers the legislation,
I think, in the House.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Very well. Then, with-
out objection, the Senate recurs to the consideration of Sen-
ate bill 5410, Order of Business 1539.

Mr, FLETCHER. I may say to the Senator that it is not
certain that there will be any Indians at all within this area,
or any reservation within it. I do not think there is any
risk——

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That may be true; but the bill
contemplates that there will be.

Mr. FLETCHER. Well, there might be found to be.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mon-
tana now wishes a disagreement to the last amendment pro-
posed by the committee? .

Mr. WALSH of Montana. No; I move to amend the
amendment by striking out the words “ which are not in
conflict with the purposes for which the Everglades National
Park is created,” so that the amendment will read:

Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed to
lessen any existing rights of the Seminole Indians.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit
me, it seems to me that if we condemn land for a reserva-
tion or a park, Indians ought to be treated like other citi-
zens, and if we take the land for those purposes we should
pay them for it.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly.

Mr. SWANSON. This amendment says that their rights
shall not be impaired if they are not in conflict with the
purposes of the park. It seems to me that language means
that their rights shall be preserved, but that the land shall
be condemned and they shall be paid for it, as we pay
anybody else.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Oh, no. Their rights may be
taken by condemnation, and so may any land within the
park. Lands of whites may be taken by condemnation.

Mr. SWANSON. It seems to me that if that is done, if
an Indian owned some land, we could not lessen his right
to it at all. All the other land around there could be taken,
except this piece of land that the Indian owns. We could
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take that, if it is not in conflict with the purposes of the
park, and keep it.

* Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I think the Sen-
ator is laboring under a misapprehension. The bill pro-
vides that the park shall not be created at all until the State
of Florida acquires the title to all the land and transfers it
to the United States. Of course, they will have to acquire
Indians’ lands, as well as lands of white people.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, on April 7, 1926, and
again on February 9, 1928, as disclosed by the records, I
introduced in the Senate bills providing for investigation
with a view to obtaining a national park for Florida. Follow-
ing these bills introduced by me, subsequent bills introduced
by my colleague, has brought us to the bill now on the
calendar for the establishment of the Everglades National
Park, with a favorable report from the Committee on Public
Lands. I am glad to see this culmination following my first
proposal, approximately five years ago, for the creation of a
national park in Florida. The pending bill, introduced by
my colleague [Senator FLETcHER], as a result of a favorable
report made after an investigation under his bill ap-
proved March 2, 1929, calling for a survey of the territory
embraced in the pending bhill, should be passed.

" The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

STATUE TO THE AMERICAN MOTHER

" The Senate proceeded to consider the joint resolution
(S. J. Res. 246) authorizing the placing in the Capitol of &
statue in honor of the American mother and other patriotic®
women of the United Stafes. :

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I would like to ask the intro-
ducer of the joint resolution, or the Senator who reported it,
whether he thinks that the preambles are quite in accord-
ance with the practice of Congress in previous legislation?
It seems to me the measure is rather queerly drafted, to say
the least.

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I understand that the joint
resolution in the first instance was draffed in accordance
with the wishes and preferences of the Committee on the
Library and it is also drafted according to the preceding
practice in such matters.

We are not providing in this measure for the placing of this
statue to the American mother and the patriotic women of
America in any specially designated place in the Capitol,
but the place is to be selected by the 'Architect of the
Capitol and the chairmen of the respective Committees on
the Library of the Senate and the House at the time the
statue is ready for presentation. It is further provided that
it is to cost the United States of America nothing, that
the funds necessary for this statue are to be raised by
private subscription, and at the proper time the chairmen
of the committees and the architect will agree upon a place
for it.

Mr. REED. I understand that; but does the Senator from
West Virginia mean to have us understand that he was the
author of the preambles?

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I can not say that I am the
author of the preambles, but they are the preambles which
the committee desired to have.

Mr. REED. The committee did not insert them; they
must have been in the resolution as introduced.

Mr. GOFF. Will the Senator refer to the preamble to
which he objects?

Mr. REED. I think all of them are rather exceptionable,
and I was wondering whether the whole matter would not
be improved by the excision of all the preambles. The reso-
lution will be just as effective.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let it go over, Mr, President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go
over, :

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, just one moment. If the pre-
ambles are removed, do I understand that the Senator from
Pennsylvania will object?

~Mr. REED. I have not objected at all. I am merely look-
ing for light.
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the joint resolution may
g0 OVer. \

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
be passed over.

FORT PECK INDIAN RESERVATION HIGH SCHOOL

The bill (8. 5535) to provide funds for cooperation with
the school board at Frazer, Mont., in the construction of a
high-school building to be available to Indian children of
the Fort Peck Indian Reservation was announced as next in
order.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I move that House bill
13293 be substituted for Senate bill 5535. The bills are
identical.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
House bill will be substituted for the Senate bill.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 13293)
to provide funds for cooperation with the school board af
Frazer, Mont., in the construction of a high-school building
to be available to Indian children of the Fort Peck Indian
Reservation, which was ordered to a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be {t enacted, ete., That there is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated, out of any funds in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, the sum of $25,000 for the purpose of cooperating with
the public-school board of district No. 2, town of Frazer, and
county of Valley, Mont. in the construction of a public high-
school building at Frazer, Mont.: Provided, That the expenditure
of any money so appropriated shall be subject to the express con-
ditions that the school maintained by the said school district in
the said building shall be available to all Indian children of the
Fort Peck Indian Reservation, Mont., on the same terms, except
as to payment of tuition, as other children of the said school dis-
trict, and that accommodations in said enlarged building to the
extent of one-half its capacity shall be available for Indian
children from the Fort Peck Reservation: Provided further, That
such expenditures shall be subject to such further conditions as
may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 5535 will be
indefinitely postponed.

UNALLOTTED INDIAN LANDS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 10425)
to amend the act of June 6, 1912 (37 Stat. L. 125; U. 8. C,,
title 25, sec. 425), entitled “An act authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Interior to classify and appraise unallotted In-
dian lands,” which had been reported from the Committee
on Indian Affairs with an amendment, on page 4, line 2, to
strike out the words “ out of the funds held in trust for the
particular Indian tribe affected ” and insert the following
language in lieu thereof: “out of the general funds of the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated,” so as to read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of June 6, 1912 (37 Stat. L.
125; U. 8. C,, title 25, sec. 425), entitled “An act authorizing the
Secretary of the Interior to classify and appraise unallotted Indian
lands,” be, and is hereby, amended by adding the following: :

“ Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized
to certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the difference between
the amounts paid as purchase money and interest by entrymen of
any Indian lands opened to settlement and entry and the purchase
money and interest which should have been paid at the price
fixed as result of reappraisal by the Secretary of the Interior, in
all cases whether patents had or had not issued at the time of
the reappraisal: Provided, That the entryman or his legal repre-
sentatives apply for reappraisal of the land or repayment of such
amounts within two years from issuance of patent.

“Sec. 8. That in all cases where it shall appear to the satisfac-
tion of the Secretary of the Interior that any person has hereto-
fore or shall hereafter make any payments to the United States in
connection with such entries, or purchases, of Indian lands in
excess of the amount he was lawfully required to pay, such excess
shall be repald to such person or to his legal representatives:
Provided, That the entryman or his legal representatives apply for
repayment of such amounts within two years from issuance of
patent.

“ 8Ec. 4. That when the Commissioner of the General Land Office
shall ascertain the amount due in any case where repayment is
authorized by this statute, the Secretary of the Interior shall
certify such amounts to the Secretary of the Treasury, who is
hereby authorized and directed to make payment of such amounts
80 certified out of the general funds of the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The joint resolution will
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Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator from
Montana, who reported the bill from the Committee on
Indian Affairs, tell us in what way it amends existing law?

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, this is simply for a re-
classification of the lands on the reservation.

Mr. BRATTON. It is a local matter?

Mr. WHEELER. Yes.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

CROW INDIAN RESERVATION, MONT.

The bill (H. R. 12871) providing for the sale of isolated
tracts in the former Crow Indian Reservation, Mont., was
considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of sectlon 2455 of the
Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by the act of
March 9, 1028 (45 Stat. L. 253; U. 8. C., 2d supp., title 43, ch. 28,
sec. 1171), be, and the same are hereby, extended and made ap-
plicable to lands within the portion of the Crow Indian Reserva-
tion, Mont., ceded by the act of March 3, 1891 (26 Btat. L. 1040).

HOSPITALIZATION OF ’m“coi?;m“ IN THE QUARTERMASTER

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6997) to
confer to certain persons who served in the Quartermaster
Corps or under the jurisdiction of the Quartermaster Gen-
eral during the war with Spain, the Philippine insurrection,
or the China relief expedition the benefits of hospitalization
and the privileges of the soldiers’ homes, which was read, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That all persons who served in the Quarter-
master Corps or under the jurisdiction of the Quartermaster Gen-
eral during the war with Spain, the Philippine insurrection, or the
China relief expedition on vessels owned by the United States and
engaged in the transportation of troops, supplies, ammunition, or
materials of war, and who were discharged for disability incurred
in such governmental service in line of duty, shall—

(1) Be entitled to the benefits provided for by paragraph (10) of
section 202 of the World War veterans' act, 1924, as amended; an

(2) For the purpose of receiving the benefits of the Soldiers’
Home, the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and the
Naval Home, be held to have been honorably discharged from the
military or naval forces of the United States.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I think this bill ought to go
either to the Finance Committee or to the Committee on
Military Affairs. It changes the World War veterans’ law,
and it changes the law regarding the Soldiers’ Home.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will
not object to the bill. It comes from the House, where it
was passed. It relates to very few people. Those few were
injured in the discharge of their duties and have their
discharges from the United States Government after service
during that particular period. It is not a thing which will
involve finances, and it is submitted that it ought to be
passed.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Mr. President, I would
like to inquire of the Senator how you can exclude those
who worked in the Quartermaster’s Department during the
World War; why you confine these benefits to those who
worked in the Quartermaster’s Department during the war
with Spain, the Philippine insurrection, and the China relief
expedition.

Mr. JOHNSON. I imagine that the others are already
included.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I understand not. Of
course, this applies only to civilians. This does not apply
to enlisted men.

Mr. JOHNSON. This does not apply to civilians, either.
If the Senator will read the measure, he will see that it ap-
plies to those who served in this corps who were discharged
for disability incurred in governmental service in the line of
duty.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I had a request that the
same provision be extended to those who performed like
services in the World War.

Mr. JOHNSON. Assuredly I would not object to that, but
that would be appropriate in another measure, perhaps. If
this bill is delayed, of course we do not know where it will go
ultimately, or whether it will ever become a law.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

FEBRUARY 10!

Mr. FLETCHER. Why are not these men admitted to
these soldiers’ homes now, under the present law?

Mr. JOHNSON. The very question the Senator suggests
is the one which was first suggested by me when the matter
was brought up; why should they be excluded? Here were
men who were put into United States Army uniforms, taken
charge of by United States Army officers, who served the
United States Government, and in the line of their duty
they were injured or hurt, and it is said that, being injured
and hurt in the line of their duty, they are entitled to
hospitalization.

I hold in my hand, for instance, a discharge of one of
them, dated 1900. It is signed by the captain and assistant
quartermaster and transport quartermaster, and the reason
for discharge, which is an honorable discharge, is, “ Hurt in
the service.”

Mr. FLETCHER. What surprised me was that there was
any need of the legislation.

Mr. JOHNSON. The surprise to me was that they were
not included under the existing law. It seemed to me in-
credible that they were not included.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. JOHNSON. I yield.

Mr. EING. Do the words “ Government service” imply
military service? They might have been civilians and still
have been in the governmental service,

Mr. JOHNSON. It is in line of duty, in governmental
service.
= Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. JOHNSON. I yield. :

Mr. COUZENS. I wonder how the person whose dis-
charge the Senator has was injured. The Secretary of War
says that these individuals were engaged as a part of the
civilian establishment, and had no military status.

Mr. JOHNSON. I recognize that the Secretary of War

d | 80 says.

Mr. COUZENS. I wonder how this man to whom the
Senator referred was injured.

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not know. It is not stated in his
discharge. But here is the discharge, if the Senator desires
to see it.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, if this bill is right in its
present form, then I would like to know why the Committee
on Pensions has eliminated the right of these individuals
to any pensions. -

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not know.

Mr. REED. I see by the letter of the Secretary of the
Interior that that has been done, and having eliminated all
pensions apparently the Committee on Pensions went on
and gave them the right to hospitalization and entrance to
the Soldiers’ Home.

Mr. JOHNSON. Does not the Senator think it is a pretty
small right?

Mr. REED. There are 7,000 of them, I believe.

Mr. JOHNSON. There are nof, if the Senator will excuse
me,

Mr. REED. I do not know, I have not counted them, bub
I am reading this from the report of the Secretary of the
Interior. He says there are 7,000.

Mr. JOHNSON. There may have been 7,000, but those
who were injured in the line of their duty amount to a
very few, and that was demonstrated, I think, by the testi-
mony taken before the House committee.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. JOHNSON. I yield.

Mr, HEFLIN. What committee passed upon this?

Mr. JOHNSON. The Commitiee on Pensions.

Mr. HEFLIN. What amount is carried in the Senafor’s
bill?

Mr, JOHNSON. It does not carry any amount of money.
They are not allowed any pension. All that these men
who were injured in the line of their duty, wearing the
United States uniform, ask is, if they are still injured and
if they are appropriate to be entered into a hospital, that
they be given that care, nothing more.
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Mr. HEFLIN. I think the Senator is right about the
matter.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I have given this subject
considerable thought, and I am in favor of the principles
of this bill for the reasons advanced, amongst others, by the
Senator from California [Mr. JouNsoN].

This bill does not propose pensions, but does propose
hospitalization for those men, who, in some instances, en-
dured much hardship and privation and frequently faced
the perils and dangers of conflict.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, there were perhaps fifty to
seventy-five thousand civilian employees in the War De-
partment and in the Navy Department during the World
War. Does the Senator from Arizona think those men
ought to be hospitalized and have pensions, and how does
he differentiate them from the cases which have been
suggested?

Mr. ASHURST. -Mr. President, I have not the time now
to discuss that question, but I believe the Government
should hospitalize every ill and disabled person in the United
States who wore the uniform.

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I desire to point out the
difference that exists between this case and the case re-
ferred to by the Senator from Utah. These men were em-
ployed on vessels, and their work was more hazardous than
that of those employed in the city of Washington.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, let me read just two lines
of the report of the House:

Oral and documentary evidence was adduced showing that the
men who manned the Government transports during the Spanish-
American War were under war-time military dlacipune; they ‘wore
& uniform; they were subject to court-martial; and they received
honorable discharges at the close of the war,

For the Senate to say that the men who thus served the
United States Government and wore its uniform, and were
injured in its service with that uniform upon them, shall
not have any hospitalization, is a denial of all that has been
said to-night, very beautifully said, about the generosity of
the Republic.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

NAVAL AIR STATION, SUNNYVALE, CALIF.

The bill (H. R. 6810) authorizing the Secretary of the
Navy to accept, without cost to the Government of the
United States, a lighter-than-air base, near Sunnyvale, in
the county of Santa Clara, State of California, and con-
struct necessary improvements thereon, was considered.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I have the attention of
my friend from California? z

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly.

Mr. KING. Does the Senator think there ought to be a
commitment of the Government now to an expenditure of
$5,000,000? I think the bill is a proper one, and I am very
much in favor of it.

Mr. JOHNSON. The bill has now reached a stage where
a very acute contest has finally been adjusted and all
people are agreed. Sunnyvale has ultimately been selected
as the base, and I trust the bill may pass.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby
authorized to accept on behalf of the United States, free from
encumbrance and without cost to the United States, a title in
fee simple to such lands as he may deem necessary or desirable
near Sunnyvale, in the county of Santa Clara, State of California,
particularly described in a report made to the Congress of the
United States by the Secretary of the Navy on December 5, 1929,
to wit: One thousand acres as a site for a naval air station, and

construct thereon improvements necessary and proper for a
lighter-than-air base, at a cost not to exceed §5,000,000.

ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE FOR MICHIGAN
The bill (H. R. 12350) to provide for the appointment of
an additional district judge for the eastern district of

Michigan was considered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

The question is on the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

4497

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be,
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to appoint, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, an additional judge of the
mllct Court of the United States for the Eastern District of

gan.

SILVER-SERVICE SET—TU. S. S. “ FLORIDA ”

The bill (H. R. 13522) authorizing the Secretary of the
Navy, in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the State
of Florida the silver-service set donated to the U. 8. S.
Florida by the people of Florida was considered.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Naval
Affairs with an amendment, on page 1, to strike out “cus-
tody of and loan the State of Florida upon the request of the
Governor of Florida, for preservation and exhibition, in the
State museum, the silver-service set, which was donated to
the U. 8. 8. Florida by the people of Florida ” and insert in
lieu thereof “ Governor of the State of Florida, as custodian
for such State, upon his request, the silver set presented by
the State of Florida for the United States battleship Florida,
now out of commission,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is authorized,
in his discretion, to deliver to the Governor of the State of
Florida, as custodian for such State, upon his request, the silver
service set presented by the State of Florida for the U. 8. 8.
Florida, now out of commission: Provided, That no expense shall
be incurred by the United States for the delivery of such silver
service set.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “An act authorizing
the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to deliver to
the Governor of the State of Florida, as custodian for such
State, upon his request, the silver-service set presented by
the State of Florida for the U. S. S. Florida, now out of com-
mission.”

MARY R. DICKMAN

The bill (S. 5863) granting a pension to Mary R. Dick-
man was considered. The bill had been reported from the
Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 10, to
strike out “ $300 " and insert “ $150 ” and in the same line
after the word “ month ” to insert “in lieu of that she is
now receiving,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pen-
sion roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension
laws, the name of Mary R. Dickman, widow of Major General
Joseph Theodore Dickman, late commander of the Third Division,
American Expeditionary Forces, and the Army of Occupation on
the Rhine, retired 1921, and pay her a pension at the rate of $150
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 2828) to protect trade-marks used in
commerce, to authorize the registration of such trade-marks,
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Over.

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, may I be permitted to make
a statement concerning the bill? It is for the protection of
trade-marks used in commerce.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the Senator from Washington
[Mr. Dir] is not here. He is very much interested in the
bill. It will be impossible under the 5-minute rule to have
this very important measure disposed of to-night. An ob-
jection was interposed for that reason.

° Mr. HEBERT. I did not understand that there was objec-
tion made.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah
interposed an objection and the bill will go over.

ALEXANDER M. PROCTOR

The bill (S. 5555) for the relief of Alexander M. Proctor
was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably dischargeq
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soldiers Alexander M. Proctor, late of Company B, Twenty-third
Regiment United States Infantry, shall hereafter be held and
considered to have been honorably discharged from the military
service of the United States as a member of said company and
regiment on the 1st day of May, 1878: Provided, That no bounty,
back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued
prior to the passage of this act.

STUDY OF BATTLEFIELDS IN VIRGINIA

The bill (H. R. 1408) to provide for the study, investiga-
tion, and survey, for commemorative purposes, of the Bull
Run and Second Manassas Baftlefields, in the State of Vir-
ginia, was considered, ordered to a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of War be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to have made studies, investi-
gations, and surveys of the Bull Run and Second Manassas battle-
fields in the State of Virginia, for the purpose of preparing and
submitting to Congress a general plan and such detailed project
as may be required for properly commemorating such battle-
fields and other adjacent points of historical and military inter-
est, In accordance with the classification set forth in Senate
Document No. 187, Seventieth Congress, second session.

Sec. 2. To enable the Secretary of War to carry out the provi-
sions of this act, including the payment of mileage of officers of
the Army and actual expenses of civillan employees traveling on
duty in connection with the studies, investigations, and surveys,
there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,600, or
s0 much thereof as may be necessary, to be expended for the
purpeose of this act.

AMMUNITION STOREHOUSE, FORT BENJAMIN HARRISON

The bill (H. R. 6867) to authorize appropriations for con-
struction of a storehouse for ammunition at Fort Benjamin
Harrison was considered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That there is hereby authorized to be ap-
propriated a sum not to exceed $4,600 for the purpose of con-

structing two magazines in which to store ammunition at Fort
Benjamin Harrison, Ind.

RIGHT OF WAY, SAN ANTONIO ARSENAL, TEX.

The bill (S. 6050) to authorize the Secretary of War to
grant a right of way for street purposes upon and across
the San Antonio Arsenal, in the State of Texas, was consid-
ered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete, That the Secretary of War be, and he is
hereby, authorized to grant an easement for a right of way to
the city of San Antonio, State of Texas, to construct and main-
tain a street to be known as Main Avenue, on the San Antonio
Arsenal Military Reservation, Tex., on such terms and conditions
as the Secretary of War may prescribe: Provided, That the con-
struction and maintenance of said thoroughfare shall be without
expense to the United States, and whenever the lands within said
right of way shall cease to be used for street or highway purposes
they shall revert to the United States.

ANGENORA HINES

The bill (H. R. 1612) for the relief of Angenora Hines
was considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers Joseph Hines, who was a member of Company E, Tenth
Veteran Reserve Corps, shall hereafter be held and considered to
have been honorably discharged from the military service of the
United States as a member of that organization on the 23d day
of March, 1864: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or
allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of
this act.

MARTHA J. TONGUET

The bill (H. R. 1966) for the relief of Martha J. Tonguet
was considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers, Larkin Tonguet, who was a member of Company F, Fif-
teenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held
and considered to have been honorably discharged from the mili-
tary service of the United States as a member of that-organiza-
tion on the 20th day of January, 1865: Provided, That no bounty,
back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior
to the passage of this act.

SERVICES OF MAJ. WALTER REED AND OTHERS

The bill (S. 2817) to amend an act entitled “An act to
recognize the high public service rendered by M=aj. Walter
Reed and those associated with him in the discovery of the
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cause and means of transmission of yellow fever,” approved
February 28, 1929, by including Roger P. Ames among those
honored by said act wad considered. The bill had been re-
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs, with amend-
ments, on page 2, line 1, to strike out * James A. Andrus”
and insert “ John H. Andrus,” and the same amendment in
line 12 and on page 3, line 19.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I think the committee amend-
ment is a mistake and that the man's correct name is
“James A. Andrus.” I was so informed by the Surgeon
General’s office to-day, although I have no letter to that
effect. I ask that the committee amendment be disagreed
to which proposes to change the name.

The amendment was rejected.

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Af-
fairs was, on page 2, line 23, to strike out * authoirzed ” and
insert “ authorized,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, efc., That the act entitled “An act to recognize
the high public service rendered by Maj. Walter Reed and those
associated with him in the discovery of the cause and means of
transmission of yellow fever,” approved February 28, 1929, be, and
the same is hereby, amended by inserting between the names
“Aristides Agramonte " and “ James A. Andrus " the name “ Roger
P. Ames,” so that the act as amended will read as follows:

* That in special recognition of the high public service rendered
and disabilities contracted in the interest of humanity and science
as voluntary subjects for the experimentations during the yellow-
fever investigations in Cuba, the Secretary of War be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to publish annually in the Army
Register a roll of honor on which shall be carried the following
names: Walter Reed, James Carroll, Jesse W. Lazear, Aristides
Agramonte, Roger P. Ames, James A. Andrus, John R. Bullard,
A. W. Covington, William H. Dean, Wallace W. Forbes, Levi E.
Folk, Paul Hamann, James F. Hanberry, Warren G. Jernegan,
John R. Kissinger, John J. Moran, Willlam Olsen, Charles G.
Sonntag, Clyde L. West, Dr. R. P. Cooke, Thomas M. England,
James Hildebrand, and Edward Weatherwalks, and to define in
appropriate language the part which each of these persons played
in the experimentations during the yellow-fever investigations in
Cuba; and in further recognition of the high public service so
rendered by the persons hereinbefore named, the Secretary of the
Treasury is authorized and directed to cause to be struck for
each of said persons a gold medal with sultable emblems, devices,
and inscriptions, to be determined by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, and to present the same to each of said persons as shall be
living and posthumously to such representatives of each of such
persons as shall have died, as shall be designated by the Secre-
tary of the Treasury. For this purpose there is hereby authorized
to be appropriated the sum of $5,000; and there is hereby author-
ized to be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, such amounts annually as may be neces-
sary in order to pay to the following-named persons during the
remainder of their natural lives the sum of $125 per month, and
such amount shall be in lieu of any and all pensions authorized
by law for the following-named persons: Pvt. Paul Hamann; Pvt.
John R. Kissinger; Pvt. Willlam Olsen, Hospital Corps; Prvt.
Charles G. Sonntag, Hospital Corps; Pvt. Clyde L. West, Hospital
Corps; Pvt. James Hildebrand, Hospital Corps; Pvt. James A. An-
drus, Hospital Corps; John R. Bullard; Dr. Aristides Agramonte;
Pvt. A. W. Covington, Twenty-third Battery, Coast Artillery Corps;
Pvt. Wallace W. Forbes, Hospital Corps; Pvt. Levi E. Folk, Hos-
pital Corps; Pvt. James F. Hanberry, Hospital Corps; Dr. R. P.
Cooke; Pvt. Thomas M. England; John J. Moran, and the widow
of Pvt. Edward Weatherwalks.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: *A bill to amend an
act entitled ‘An act to recognize the high public service ren-
dered by Maj. Walter Reed and those associated with him
in the discovery of the cause and means of transmission
of yellow fever,’ approved February 28, 1929, as amended,
by including Roger P. Ames among those honored by the
act.”

Mr. REED subsequently said: Mr. President, I have misled
the Senate with a statement that I made when we were con-
sidering Senate bill 2817, which related fo the survivors of
those men who underwent the yellow-fever experiment in
Cuba. I said that the name of Andrus was incorrectly given
in the committee amendments. It seems that I was wrong.
The committee amendments give Andrus's name correctly.
I ask unanimous consent that we may return to that bill,
reconsider it, and agree to the committee amendments.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
Senate recurs to the consideration of Order of Business No.
1560, Senate bill 2817. Without objection, the committee
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amendments are agreed to; and, without objection, the bill,
as amended, is regarded as having passed through its various
parliamentary stages and passed.

ARTHUR W. TAYLOR

The bill (H. R. 2312) for the relief of Arthur W. Taylor
was considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers Arthur W. Taylor, who was a member of Battery K, Third
United States Artillery, shall hereafter be held and considered to
have been honorably discharged from the military service of the
United States as a private of that organization on the 16th day
of August, 1899: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or
allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this
act.

LEO B. THOME

The bill (H. R. 2315) for the relief of Leo B. Thome
was considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers Leo B. Thome, who served in Company G, Sixth Regiment
United States Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to
have been honorably discharged from the military service of the
United States as a member of that organization on the 20th day
of October, 1901: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension,
gil;ia allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of

act.

CARLTON OLIN

The bill (H. R. 5787) for the relief of Carlton Olin, other-
wise known as Stephen Cebra, was considered, ordered to a
third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers Carlton Olin, who was a member of Battery B, Fourth
Regiment United States Artillery, having enlisted under the name
of Stephen. Cebra, shall hereafter be held and considered to have
been discharged honorably from the military service of the United
States as a private of that organization on the 2d day of November,
1865: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance
shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act.

EDWARD ENIGHT

The bill (H. R. 11132) for the relief of Edward Enight was
considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers Edward Knight, who was a member of Company E, Ninth
Regiment United States Infantry, shall hereafter be held and
considered to have been honorably discharged from-the military
service of the United States as a private of that organization on
the 19th day of September, 1807: Provided, That no bounty, back
pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to
the passage of this act.

CHARLES F. REILLY

The bill (H. R. 1884) for the relief of Charles F. Reilly
was considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension
laws Charles F. Reilly, late of Company D, Ninth Regiment United
States Infantry, and Army Service Detachment, West Point, N. Y.,
shall hereafter be held to have been honorably discharged from
service in the military forces of the United States on December
18, 1902, and July 25, 1917, respectively: Provided, That no pen-
sion, bounty, pay, or other emolument shall accrue prior to the
enactment of this act.

HARRY HAMLIN

The bill (H. R. 477) for the relief of Harry Hamlin was
considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws
conferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably dis-
charged soldiers Harry Hamlin, who was a member of Troop H,
Fourth Regiment United States Cavalry, shall hereafter be held
and considered to have been honorably discharged from the mili-
tary service of the United States as a member of that organiza-
tion on the 28th day of BSeptember, 1903: Provided, That no
bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have
accrued prior to the passage of this act.

LANDS IN GILA RIVER INDIAN RESERVATION, ARIZ.

The bill (S. 5313) to cancel certain reimbursable charges
against certain lands within the Gila River Indian Reserva-
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tion, Ariz., was considered. The bill had been reported from
the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments, on page
3, line 2, after the numerals “ $87,000,” to insert “ which ex-
penditures in the amount stated shall remain reimbursable
but hereafter shall remain chargeable only against the un-
allotted lands of the Gila River Indian Reservation,” and
in line 9 fo strike out “amounts stated shall remain reim-
bursable but hereafter shall be a charge only against the
allotted lands of the Gila River Indian Reservation”; and
lands thereof not included in the San Carlos project,” and
insert in lieu thereof “amount so valued shall remain re-
imbursable and charged against the allotments on the said
Gila River Indian Reservation not included in the San
Carlos project,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That all allotments and other lands com-
prised in the Gila River Indian Reservation which the Secretary of
the Interior shall designate to be permanently included in and irri~
gated under the S8an Carlos project are hereby relieved of all liens
for the reimbursement to the United States of moneys expended
and reimbursable as provided in section 10 of the act of March 3,
1005 (33 Stat. 1081), or in section 2 of the act of August 24,
1812 (37 Stat. 522), or acts amendatory thereof or supplementary
therefo as to such expenditures made prior to the passage of the
San Carlos act (43 Stat. 475-476), except those made under that
part of the act of May 18, 1916 (39 Stat. 123-130), and acts
amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto which provides for
the comstruction of the dam above Florence, Ariz., and controlling
works and canals which constitute the Florence Casa Grande
project; and except further the $100,000 expended for an electric
transmission line and rights to electrical energy from the Salt
River Valley irrigation project.

Sec. 2, That all expenditures of moneys for or in connection
with the Gila River Indian Reservation made reimbursable as
provided in said acts of March 3, 1905, or August 24, 1912, or acts
amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto, as described in sec-
tion 1 hereof with the exception there made of moneys expended
for the Florence Casa Grande project and for the electrical trans-
mission line and electrical energy, including the expenditures
meade for the Sacaton bridge and dam valued as a bridge at
$300,000, are hereby waived and not required to be paid or reim-
bursed to the United States, except the expenditures made for
the purposes and in the amounts as follows: That of the
Sacaton bridge and dam which is a siphon, valued at §75,000; the
Santan and Casa Blanca canals and other works on the reserva-
tion north of the railroad which crosses the river below Sacaton,
valued at $87,000, which expenditures in the amount stated shall
remain reimbursable but hereafter shall remain chargeable only
against the unallotted lands of the Gila River Indian Reserva-
tion; and the Irrigation works for taking and distributing water
from the Gila and Salt Rivers below said railroad as the Secretary
of the Interior shall value them at sums aggregating not more
than £50,000, which expenditures in the amount so valued shall
remain reimbursable and charged against the allotments on the
sald Gila River Indian Reservation not included in the San
Carlos project.

The amendments were agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

FRANCIS J. MOORE

The bill (H. R. 6544) for the relief of Francis J. Moore
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers Francis J. Moore, who was & member of Company G,
Second Regiment United States Veteran Volunteer Infantry, shall
hereafter he held and considered to have been honorably dis-
charged from the military service of the United States as a private
of that organization on the 2d day of March, 1866: , That
no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have
accrued prior to the passage of this act,

CHANCY L. M'INTYRE

The bill (H. R. 542) for the relief of Chancy L. McIntyre
was considered, read the third fime, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers Chancy L. McIntyre, who was a member of the Medical
Department, Regular Army of the United States of America, shall
hereafter be held and considered to have been discharged honor-
ably from the military service of the United States as a private
of that organization on the 2d day of March, 1926: Provided, That
no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have
accrued prior to the passage of this act.

CONSTRUCTION OF RURAL POST ROADS

The bill (S. 5499) to amend the act entitled “An act to
provide that the United States shall aid the States in the
construction of rural post roads, and for other purposes,”
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approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented, and
for other purposes, was considered and was read as follows:

Be it enacled, ete., That section 6 of the act entitled “An act to
provide that the United States shall ald the States in the con-
struction of rural post roads, and for other purposes,” approved
July 11, 1916 (39 Stat. L. 355), and acts amendatory thereof and
supplementary thereto, is further amended so that the limitation
of payments per mile which the Secretary of Agriculture may
make shall apply solely to the roadway surfacing or pavement and
shall not exceed $7,600 per mile for each traffic lane 10 feet in
width of such roadway surfacing or pavement and pro rata per
mile according to width of each such traffic lane less than 10
feet in width, but Federal funds shall not be expended in con-
structing any roadway surfacing or pavement of more than four
traffic lanes each 10 feet in width.

Sec, 2. All acts or parts of acts in any way inconsistent with
the provisions of this act are hereby repealed, and this act shall
take effect on its passage.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I would like an explanation
of the bill.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, this is a bill recommended
by the Bureau of Public Roads. It changes the limitation
of expenditure per mile on highways so as to make wider
roads possible of construction. It does not in any manner
affect the expenditure of Federal-aid road funds. The
cooperation of the States must be the same. In the eastern
States it has been found that at least a 4-track roadway is
necessary and this permits the expenditure to be made by
raising the limitation.

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, the bill really forms an-
other definition to guide the expenditures and limitations.
It provides that not more than $7,500 per mile may be ex-
pended on each width of 10 feet and that the limitations of
width shall be 40 feet. The limitation should be had.

. Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I ask that the report of the
committee on the bill be printed in the Recoro.

~ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The report is, as follows:

[Senate Report No. 1518, Seventy-first Congress, third session]
FEDERAL AID FOR RURAL POST ROADS

Mr, Pareps from the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads,
submitted the following report (to accompany S. 5499).

The Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom was
referred the bill (S, 5499) to amend the act entitled “An act to
provide that the United States shall aid the States in the con-
struction of rural post roads, and for other purposes,” approved
July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented, and for other pur-
poses, having considered the same, reports favorably thereon and
recommends that it do pass.

This measure would amend the original Federal highway act
g0 that the limitation of payments per mile which the Federal
Government may make shall apply solely to the roadway surfac-
ing or pavement and shall not exceed $7,500 per mile for each
traffic lane, 10 feet in width, of roadway surfacing or pavement.
It is provided, however, that Federal funds shall not be expended
in constructing any roadway surfacing or pavement of more than
four traffic lanes, each 10 feet in width.

The present absolute limitation of $15,000 per mile has proved
of serious disadvantage to a number of States and to the develop-
ment of the Federal-ald highway system. Such disadvantages
have not been confined to any particular section of the country,
but have appeared in all States having mountainous, hilly, or
swampy sections, as well as States of dense population.

A favorable report on the proposed legislation has been submit-
ted by the Secretary of Agriculture, as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
Washington, D. C., February 6, 1931.
Hon. LAWRENCE C. PHIPPS, .
Chairman Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads,
United States Senate.

Dear SenaTOR: Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of Janu-
ary 6, transmitting a copy of 8. 5489, with request for a statement
of the department’s views relative thereto.

This bill would amend section 6 of the Federal-ald road act of
July 11, 1916, as heretofore amended and supplemented, so as to
make the limitation of payments per mile which the Secretary of
Agriculture may make on Federal-ald projects apply solely to the
roadway sm'facmg ar pa.vement and not exceed 8£7,500 T mile
for each traffic lane 10 feet in width of such roadway acing or
pavement and pro rata per mile according to width of each such
traffic lane less than 10 feet in width. It also would prohibit the
expenditure of Federal funds in constructing any roadway surfac-
ing or pavement of more than four traffic lanes each 10 feet in
width. :

The effect of the bill would be to confine the limitation of pay-
ments per mile to the surfacing or pavement on a project and
make the grading and dralnage structures subject only to the
provision that Federal payments shall not exceed 50 per cent of
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the cost. In other words, under the language of the proposed
amendment the Federal Government could pay on a given project
60 per cent of the cost of the grading and drainage structures plus
50 per cent of the cost of any bridge of more than 20 feet clear
span and plus 7,500 per mile for each traffic lane 10 feet in width
of roadway surfacing or pavement, not exceeding, however, 4 traffic
lanes of surfacing or pavement each 10 feef in width.

The present limitation of $15,000 per mile which the Secretary
of Agriculture may make under the provisions of the Federal-aid
road act, as amended, has operated to the serious disadvantage of
the work in a number of States. This is true as to projects requir-
ing heavy grading or numerous structures as well as those
requiring wide pavements or roadway surfacing in order to ac-
commodate the trafic. Its disadvantage, therefore, has not been
confined to any particular section of the country but has proven
an obstacle in all States in which mountainous, hilly, or Ewampy
country has been encountered as well as States of dense popula-
tion where roadway surfacing or pavement of widths
have been required by trafic. In fact, in some States the cost of
projects has been so great per mile and the Federal share of
§15,000 has been so small that the State has been required to
use so much of its own funds to meet the State’s share of the
cost of such projects that difficulty has been encountered in find-
ing suitable projects to absorb all of the State’s apportionment
of Federal-ald funds. This has been particularly true in States
like Connecticut, Massachusetts, New York, Rhode Island, and
Delaware.

It, therefore, is the view of the department that the posed
legislation is very desirable. In this connectlon, it is sﬁ’?}mma
that the present limitation of $15,000 per mile imposed upon the
Federal expenditure does not result in any larger mileage of im-
proved roads being constructed in the States for the very obvious
reason that in the case of a project on which the Federal share is
limited to $15,000 per mile and the remaining share exceeds $15,000
per mile the State is required to use up its own available funds in
taking care of the excess of its share of the cost over the Fed-
eral share and is that much less able to meet the Federal funds
on other Federal-ald projects or construct other portions of the
State highways without Federal funds, In other words, the pres-
ent limitation of 15,000 per mile in no wise augments the highway
funds available for expenditure within a State.

The department, therefore, would recommend favorable action
on the bill.

Sincerely,
ArTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

JOEN H. LAWLER

The bill (H. R. 465) for the relief of John H. Lawler,
was considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc, That in the administration of any laws
conferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably dis-
charged soldiers, John H. Lawler, who was a member of the
Hospital Corps, United States Army, shall hereafter be held and
considered to have been honorably discharged from the military
service of the United States as a member of that organization on
the 26th day of March, 1899: Provided, That no bounty, back
pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to
the passage of this act.

SAMUEL B. FAULKNER

The bill (H. R. 474) for the relief of Samuel B. Faulkner,
was considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers Samuel B. Faulkner, who was & member of Company E,
Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be
held and considered to have been honorably discharged from
the military service of the United States as a member of that
organization on the 21st day of April, 1899: Provided, That no
bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have
accrued prior to the passage of this act.

BOULDER CITY TOWN SITE

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
return fo the consideration of Calendar 1416, the bill (S.
5797) authorizing the establishment of Boulder City town
site, and necessary expenditures in connection therewith,
and for other purposes. The Senator from California has
agreed to withdraw his objection.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I made the objection to
that particular bill when it was called on the calendar and
I now withdraw the objection.

There being no objection, the bill (S. 5797) authorizing
the establishment of Boulder City town site, and necessary
expenditures in connection therewith, and for other pur-
poses, was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:
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Be it enacted, etc., That in connection with the town site to
be known as Boulder City, Nev. the establishment of which is
a necessary incident to the construction of the Hoover Dam, the
power plant, and other works authorized by the Boulder Canyon
project act of December 21, 1928 (45 Stat. 1057), the Secretary of
the Interior is authorized and empowered to lease for a period not
exceeding 20 years, with privilege of renmewal from time to time,
at prices to be fixed by him, to any person, corporation, or com-
pany he may authorize to transact business or to reside in said
town site, lots or parcels of land of such size as he may determine
to be advisable, and other available rights and facilities, to be
used for such purposes and under such terms and condifions as
the said Secretary may prescribe. Every lease shall require the
lessee to observe and to obey each and every provision of any act
of Congress and of every valld rule, regulation, or order made or
to be made and published by the Secretary of the Interior con-
cerning the use, care, and management of said town site and the
Government property situate therein. All leases shall be subject
to the right of revocation and forfeiture, which shall be therein
expressly reserved by the Secretary of the Interior. The provisions
of this section are not to be regarded as mandatory upon the Sec-
retary of the Interior, but the authority conferred is to be exer-
cised in his sound discretion.

Sec. 2. All revenues received from the lease of lots or parcels of
land and for the granting of any privilege whatsoever to be
exercised by any person, corporation, or company in said town
site shall be covered into the Colorado River Dam fund, to be dis-
bursed under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior as
authorized by the said Boulder Canyon project act.

Bec. 8. The Secretary of the Interlor is authorized to use funds
appropriated and available for the construction of the Boulder
Canyon project for the laying out, planning, and development of
said town site; for the construction, repair, and maintenance of
sidewalks, sewers, and streets, and such buildings and other facili-
ties of whatever kind the Secretary of the Interior may find to be
needed in connection with said town site; for providing and oper-
ating a municipal water supply; for the construction and mainte-
nance of office quarters, garages, an auditorium, recreational
grounds and facilities, hospital, residences, dormitories, mess
houses, and other necessary facilities for the accommodation of
Government employees and others; for the construction and main-
tenance of such school building or bulldings as may be found
necessary in the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior, and
for all required surveys and other incidental expenses connected
with such activities.

STATUE IN HONOR OF AMERICAN MOTHERS

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consenf to
recur to Calendar No. 1541, the joint resolution, Senate Joint
Resolution No. 246, and I state that the Senators who ob-
jected to it have withdrawn their objection providing certain
amendments are adopted and the preamble is stricken out.
As the introducer of the joint resolution, I have no objection.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
Senate recurs to the consideration of Calendar 1541, and the
Senator from West Virginia proposes certain amendments,
which will be stated.

The amendments were on page 2, line 4, to strike out the
words “the mothers and other patriotic women of the
TUnited States” and insert * American mothers”; and in
line 7 to strike out the words “ as founded by Anna Jarvis
of Philadelphia, Pa.” so as to make the joint resolution
read:

Resolved, etc., That there shall be placed in the Natiopal Capitol,
in honor of American mothers, a statue representing the typical
American woman, which shall be dedicated on a future Mother’s
Day, the second Sunday in May. The design and specifications of
such statue shall be subject to the approval of the National Com-
mission of Fine Arts and the statue shall be erected at such place
in the Capitol as the Architect of the Capitol and the Joint Com-
mittee on the Library, acting jointly, may select. The United
Btates shall be put to no expense in or by the erection of such
statue.

The amendments were agreed to.

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and passed.

The preamble was stricken out.

The title was amended so as to read: “ A joint resolution
authorizing the placing in the Capitol of a statue in honor
of American mothers.”

ARTHUR J. ROBINSON

The bill (S. 2615) for the relief of Arthur J. Robinson was
considered. The bill had been reported from the Committee
on Military Affairs with an amendment on page 1, line 8,
after the numerals “ 1903 ” fo strike out “ and the discharge
certificate granted to said Arthur J. Robinson on December
12, 1927, shall be disregarded: Provided, That no pension,
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pay, or bounty shall be held to have accrued by reason of
this act prior to its passage,” and to insert in lieu thereof,
“ Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance
shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this
act,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension
laws or any laws conferring rights, privileges, or benefits upon
persons honorably discharged from the United States Army Arthur
J. Robinson shall be held and considered to have been honorably
discharged as an unassigned recruit, United States Army, on
January 18, 1903: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension,
or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage
of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

LOWELL G. FULLER

The bill (H. R. 397) for the relief of Lowell G. Fuller was
considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of the pension
laws and laws conferring rights and privileges upon honorably dis-
charged soldiers, sailors, and marines, their widows and dependent
relatives, Lowell G. Fuller shall hereafter be held and considered
to have been honorably discharged March 30, 1899, from the mili-
tary service of the United States in his final service as an elec-
trician sergeant of the post noncommissioned staff United States
Army, Fort Monroe, Va.: Provided, That no pension, bounty, pay,
or other emoluments shall accrue prior to the passage of this act.

WILLIAM BEFUHS

The bill (H. R. 6197) for the relief of William Befuhs (de-
ceased), otherwise known as Charles Cameron, was consid-
ered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers William Befuhs (deceased), otherwise known as Charles
Cameron, who was a member of Company B, Twenty-eighth Regi-
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held
and considered to have been honorably discharged from the mili-
tary service of the United States as a member of that organization
on the 31st day of March, 1864: Provided, That no bounty, back
pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to
the passage of this act.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 4775) to provide for the incorporation of
credit unions within the District of Columbia was announced
as next in order.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
over.

SUNDAY CLOSING OF BARBER SHOPS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The bill (S. 6077) providing for the closing of barber
shops on Sunday in the District of Columbia was considered
and read.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I move to amend the bill,
on page 2, line 6, by striking out the words “ but nothing in
this act shall be construed to apply to persons who actually
refrain from the practice of such occupation or trade on
Saturday solely because of religious beliefs.” I think the
author of the bill will accept the amendment.

Mr. COPELAND. I am glad to accept it.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BLEASE. I move further to amend the bill, on page
2, line 12, by striking out “ $20 ” and inserting “ $100 5

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
OVET.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, may I ask who objected?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Cali-
fornia. .

Mr. COPELAND. Mr, President, I think that when prac-
tically every barber in the District, and I have here a peti-
tions signed I daresay by 99 per cent of the barbers, wants a
day off we ought to recognize their right to have one day in
seven. The bill is hinged wholly upon health. We have
refrained from reference to making it a Sunday closing bill
in the ordinary sense, but certainly while men work as these
men do seven days in the week we know that they are under-
mining their health. It is a bill which should be passed. I

The bill will be passed
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hope Senators who objected to the consideration of the bill
will withdraw their opposition. We have had the labor or-
ganizations and various Adventists and others before us, and
we have tried to formulate a bill which is a proper bill.

Mr. BARKLEY., Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ken-
tucky.

Mr. BARKLEY. Do barber shops in the District of Co-
lumbia, as a rule, stay open on Sunday?

Mr. COPELAND. They do; yes.

Mr. BARKLEY. In my travels around over the District
I have not observed that to be the case generally. I have
seen only a few of them open. Is it a general practice?

Mr. COPELAND. Many barber shops are open until 12
o'clock on Sunday.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I will state for the benefit
of the Senator from Kentucky that the gentleman who
came to see me about the bill said that all the white barbers

and all the colored barbers had signed a petition asking for |

the passage of this bill, with the exception of one, and he re-
fused to sign because he said his wife would not let him
stay at home on Sunday in any peace. [Laughter.]

Mr. COPELAND. I do not know how firmly founded the
opposition is to the bill, but I very much wish that it might
be permitted to become a law.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not hear
the Senators who objected withdraw their objection.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Recorp show
what Senators objected? \

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The REcorp always shows
that or it shows that several Senators objected, and the bill
goes over,

Mr, COUZENS. I think the junior Senator from Cali-
fornia [Mr. SaorTRIDGE] and myself both objected, because
it is perfectly obvious that barber shops let their men off
one day a week, whether the barber shops are closed on
Sunday or not. I know that the shops are open on Sunday,
and they have to be open on Sunday, but every one of the
barbers gets off once a week, whether the barber shops are
closed on Sunday or not.

Mr, BRATTON. Regular order, Mr. President.

Mr. KING. Regular order!

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is de-
manded. The next bill on the calendar will be stated.

Mr. COPELAND subsequently said: Mr. President, the
Senators who objected to Order of Business 1577, being Sen-
ate bill 6077, are willing to withdraw their objection.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I will withdraw the
objection, but I wish to remark that I did not understand
the scope or meaning of certain amendments that had been
offered and, I believe, agreed to. I refer particularly to the
amendment offered by the Senator from South Carolina
[Mr. BLease]l. I vaguely recall that they had something to
do with excepting barber shops conducted by certain citizens
who might object to this bill because of religious faith. May
I inquire as to the scope and purpose of the amendments
that were agreed to?

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I will be glad to state to the
Senator from California that the bill in its original form
provided that those barbers who do not work on Saturday
might open their shops on the Sabbath. That seemed to
me to be punishing a man who believes in Jesus Christ, and
I said I could not support a bill that would do that. My
amendment strikes that provision out, and leaves the bill to
apply to all alike.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Does it recognize religious freedom?

Mr. BLEASE, As it is now it does, but it did not do so
previously. ]

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. If it recognizes religious freedom
and recognizes the right of men to work on Sunday who
perhaps because of their religious faith do not labor on
Saturday, for example, I am satisfied.

Mr. BLEASE. The bill as amended applies to all people.
A barber can go to a man’s house and shave him, or he can
go to his hotel and shave him, but the barber shops can not
be kept open to the public generally.
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‘Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Well, I am still more confused.

Mr. COPELAND. I understand the objection has been
withdrawn.
mehe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection is with-

wn.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The preamble was agreed to.

FEDERAL AID IN CONSTRUCTION OF RURAL POST ROADS

The bill (S. 5209) to amend section 4 of the act entitled
“An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act to provide that
the United States shall aid the States in the construction of
rural post roads, and for other purposes,” approved July 11,
1916, as amended and supplemented, and for other pur-
poses,” approved May 21, 1928, was considered, ordered to
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the proviso of section 4 of the act en-
titled “An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act to provide that
the United States shall aid the States in the construction of rural
post roads, and for other purposes,’ approved July 11, 1916, is

amended and supplemented, and for other purposes,” approved
May 21, 1928, is hereby repealed. 5

DISTRICT ADULT TUBERCULOSIS HOSPITAL

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5984) to
authorize the construction of a sanatorium for adult tuber-
culosis patients on the fract of land acquired by the Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia by authority of an
act of Congress approved March 1, 1929, entitled “An act to
provide for the construction of a children’s tuberculosis
sanatorium,” as amended by an act of Congress approved
April 18, 1930, which had been reported from the Committee
on the District of Columbia, with amendments, on page 2,
line 1, after the word “at,” to strike out “ Randall” and
insert “ Randle ”; and in line 2, after the name “ Prince,”
to strike out “ George” and insert “ Georges”; so as fo
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, eic., That the Commissioners of the District of
Columbia are authorized to reserve for the construction of a sana-
torium for adult tuberculosis patients a portion of the tract of
land comprising 216 acres, more or less, located on the Defense
Highway at Randle Station, Prince Georges County, Md., acquired
by authority of an act of Congress approved March 1, 1929, en-
titled “An act to provide for the construction of a children's
tuberculosis sanatorium,” as amended by an act of Congress ap-
proved April 18, 1930, the area and location of the portion so
reserved to be determined by said commissioners; and that said
commissioners are further authorized to cause to be constructed,
on the portion so reserved, in accordance with plans and specifi-
cations approved by them, suitable buildings and structures, for
use as a tuberculosis sanatorium for adults, including necessary
approaches and roadways, heating and ventilating apparatus,
furniture, equipment, and accessories.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed.

PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF FENSIONS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 16626)
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers
and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, etc., and certain
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows of such soldiers and sailors, which had been reported
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments.

The first amendment of the Committee on Pensions was,
on page 1, line 8, after the words “rate of,” to strike out
“ $30 ” and insert “ $20,” so as to read:

The name of Emma W. Rice, widow of Eli Rice, late of Company
F, Second California Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay her a pension
at the rate of §20 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 2, line 13, after the
words “ per month,” to insert “in lien of that he is now

receiving,” so as to read: .

The name of Warren J. Coleman, late of Battery E, Fourth
United States Field Artillery, Establishment, and pay him
a pension’ at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now
recelving.

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 4, to strike
out:

The name of Nancy Ann Whitehead, widow of James Whitehead,
late of Capt. James A. Thomson’s Company of Stoddard and
Dunklin Counties, Volunteer Missouri Militia, and pay her &

- pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 24, after the
words “rate of,” to strike out “$24" and insert “ $20,” so
as to read:

The name of John L. Baxter, late of the Quartermaster Depart-

ment, United Sfates Army, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $20 per month.

The amendment was agreed fo. .

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 8, after the
words “ rate of,” to strike out “ $12 ” and insert “ $24,” and
in the same line, after the words “ per month,” to insert
“in lieu of that he is now receiving,” so as to read:

The name of Edward E. Harding, late ‘'of the United States Navy,
Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 21, to
strike out:

The name of John F. Graper, late of the Thirteenth Company,
United States Coast Artillery Corps, Regular Establishment, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month In lieu of that he
is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 3, after the
words “ rate of,” to strike out “ $30 ” and insert “ $20,” so as
to read:

The name of Mary V. Thorne, widow of Thomas A. Thorne, late
of Company H, First Pennsylvania Infantry, war with Spain, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 5, after the
words “ rate of,” to strike out “ $20 " and insert “ $12,” so as
to read:

The name of George E. Stevens, late of Company F, Twenty-
sixth Regiment, United States Infantry, Establishment,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, said pension
to be paid to a duly appointed guardian.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 18, after the
words “ per month” to insert a comma and “and $6 per
month additional for minor child until 16 years of age,”
so as to read:

The name of Jessie Murdock, widow of Thomas H. Murdock,
late of Company I, Seventh Regiment Ohio Infantry, war with
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, and
$6 per month additional for minor child until 16 years of age.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 3, after the
words “rate of " to strike out “ $20” and insert “12,” so
as to read:

The name of August Bemmerer, late of Company F, Nineteenth
Regiment TUnited States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 15, after the
word “ respectively ” to insert a comma and “ in lieu of that
she is now receiving,” so as to read:

The name of Nina E. Mehlberg, widow of Henry A. Mehlberg,
late of the United States Navy, Regular Establishment, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month with $2 per month
additional for the minor children of the sailor until they shall
su:t,aa,im1 the age of 16 years, respectively, in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 22, before the
words “ per month,” to strike out “ $20 ” and insert “ $12,”
s0 as to read:

The name of Grace Fay Lobben, widow of Peter S. Lobben, late
of Company H, Twelfth Regiment Minnesota Infantry, war with
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 28, line 8, after the
words “rate of,” to strike out “ $12 ” and insert “ $20,” so
as to read:

The name of Alexander E. Brown, late of Company B, First
Massachusetis Heavy Artillery, war with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $20 per month. ¢

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 29, line T, after the
words “rate of,” to strike out “ $20” and insert “ $12,” so
as to read:

The name of Foolish Bear, alias Standing Bear, late scout,
United States Army, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, at the top of page 34, to strike
out:

The name of Carl W. Jansson, late of the United States Navy,
war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per
month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 18, after the
words “rate of,” to strike out “ $24” and insert “ $17,” so
as to read:

The name of Early G. Rodgers, late of Battery E, Eleventh Regi-
ment United States Field Artillery, Regular Establishment, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 14, after the
words “rate of,” to strike out “ $30” and insert “ $20,” so
as to read:

The name of Maggie Gaddy, widow of Frank A. Gaddy, late
of the Sixteenth Company, United States Volunteer Signal Corps,
war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 2, after the
words “rate of,” to strike out “ $12” and insert “ $20,” so
as to read:

The name of Emma Straub, dependent mother of Charles E.
Straub, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment United States In-
fantry, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$20 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 17, after the
word “ respectively ” to insert a comma and “in lieu of that
she is now receiving,” so as to read:

The name of Grace A. Mael, widow of Robert L. Mael, late of
Company E, Second Missourl Infantry, National Guard, Regular
Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month,
with $2 per month additional for each minor child of the soldier
until they shall attain the age of 16 years, respectively, in lleu of
that she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 18, to
insert:

The name of Emilio DuBois, late of Ninety-first Observation
Squadron, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John L. Tenney, late of Geronimo Campaign of
1886, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Frank C. Goings, late of Company I, Second Regi-
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The name of Guy McLean, late of Company C, First Regiment
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 812
per month.

The name of John J. Powers, late of Fortieth Company, United
States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Robert C. Hambrick, late of Company F, Twenty-
seventh Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of §17 per month.

The name of Maude Corn, widow of Lee B. Corn, late of Com-
pany F, Texas Frontier Battalion, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $20 per month.

Tne name of Lynn G. Pierce, late of Company F, Second Regi-
ment Nebraska National Guard, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Bramble B. Ownby, late of Captain Black’s com-

pany, New Mexico Territorial Militla, and pay him a pension at
the rate of 812 per month.
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The name of Frank A. Benedict, late of W, A. Clark's company,
Montana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of §12 per month.

The name of Mary Riggen, widow of Loring W. Riggen, late of

F, Fortieth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Robert S. Cox; dependent father of Robert B. 8.
Cox, late of Company L, Tenth Regiment United States Volunteer
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Willlam H. Wheeler, late of Company F, Eighth
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $10 per month.

The name of Truman H. Wilkinson, late of Company A, in-
struction, general service, United States Army, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Sophie Alexander, widow of Lee Alexander, late
of Troop L, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Henrietta E. J. Hammer, widow of Paul E. B.
Hammer, late of Capt. Peter Isaacson's company, Utah Militia
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Jacob E. Peterman, late of Company A, Eleventh
. Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of 812 per month.

The name of Milan Swearinger, late of One hundred and
twentieth United States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Little Hawk, late United States Indian scout,
United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per
month.

The name of Antoine De Rockbrain, late United States Indian
scout, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 per month.

The name of Arnold Iron Shell, late of Company I, Sixteenth
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §12
per month.

The name of Lyman J. Collings, late of John B. Boyd’'s company,
Arizona Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per
month.

The name of Mace Wise, late of United States Navy, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $§24 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

The name of William F. Glispin, late of Company K, Ninth Regi-
ment Massachusetts Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $20 per month.

The name of Clyde C. Forman, late of Company G, Twenty-ninth

t, United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §12 per month,

The name of Mary L. Ickes, widow of Waldo B. Ickes, late of
One hundred and ninth Company, United States Coast Artillery
Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of §12 per month.

The name of Espy G. Goodpasture, late of Company K, Seven-
teenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 per month. >

The name of Harrison Brainard, late of Troop A, Fourth Regi-
ment United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The name of Timothy Joseph Long, late of the United States
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $§12 per month.

The name of Edward W, Alfred, late of Company D, Eleventh
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month.

The name of James Ormond, late of Troop H, Sixth Regiment
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12
per month.

The name of Joseph Gorman, late of One hundred and twentieth
Company, United States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Pauline Levy, dependent mother of George Levy,
late of Company E, Third Regiment Mississippi Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Berma Yearkey, late of One hundred and nine-
teenth Company, United States Coast Artillery, and pay him a
pension at the rate of §12 per month,

The name of Nancy C. Gray, widow of Thomas C. Gray, late of
the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12
per month.

The name of Willlam T. Conley, late of Company A, Sixth
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §12 per month,

The name of John J. Lewis, late of Company I, Eighteenth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $10 per month.

The name of George C. Balyers, minor child of George Salyers,
late of Seventy-first Company United States Coast Guard
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of §12 per month,
and $2 per month additional as a minor child under 16 years of
age.

The name of Margaret McWilllams, widow of Joe McWilliams,
late of Company L, Twenty-eighth Regiment United States In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Owen B. Ragland, late of Company C, battalion
of Engineers, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Jennie C. Hughes, dependent mother of Charles
Wesley Hughes, late of the United States Navy, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $20 per month,
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The name of William R. Holt, late of Company H, Thirteenth
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Simon R. Ditzler, alias Harry William Lewis, late
of the United States Marine Corps, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month. =

The name of William 8. Peach, late of Company F, Twenty-first
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Neal Whaley, late of Company E, Thirteenth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of 20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Vernon C. Young, late of Company G, Twelfth
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Albert E. Akins, late of Ninth Regiment United
States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12
per month.

The name of Aubrey L. Collins, late of the United States Navy,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Luchen N. Patterson, late of Combat Train, First
Battalion Seventeenth Regiment United States Field Artillery,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Ballard, dependent mother of Caldwell C.
Ballard, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Cav-
alry, National Guard, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12
per month.

The name of Ronald 8. Niven, late of the United States Navy,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of John Joseph Barry, late of the United States
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of §12 per month.

The name of Hattie Bolton, dependent mother of Thomas L.
Bolton, jr., late of Company K, Twelfth Regiment United States
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Fred Faulkner, late of BSixty-ninth Company
United States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate
of 10 per month.

The name of James Blankenship, late of Company A, First Regi~
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of William G. Hill, late of the United States Navy,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month.

The name of Charles B. Goddard, late of Battery B, Fifth Regi-
ment United States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of George A. Worrall, late of Company K, Tenth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $17 per month.

The name of Catherine M. Allen, widow of William Allen, late
of Battery H, Second Regiment United States Artillery, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Truman B. Gosnell, late of Company K, Second
Regiment Nebraska National Guard Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Simmins G. Blount, late of Company B, Second
Regiment Georgia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 per month.

The name of George W. Lewis, late of Captain Burdges com-
pany, Idaho Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20
per month.

The name of Benjamin H. Thayer, late of the United States
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month.

The name of Thomas H. Lynch, late of the United States Navy,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $10 per month.

The name of Mary J. Pearce, widow of James Pearce, late of
Captain Willis Coplan’s company, Iron Military District, Militia of
Territorial Utah, and pay her a pension at the rate $§12 per month.

The name of Samuel Hollenbeck, late recruit, Fourteenth United
States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §12 per
month.

The name of David H. Black, late of Troop I, Bixth Regiment
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $10
per month.

The name of Bert Partridge, late of band, Sixth Regiment United
States Cavalry, and pay him & pension at the rate of $17 per
month.

The name of John F. Martin, late of Medlcal Department, United
States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month
in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Nellie Trapp, widow of James McF. Trapp, late of
Company G, Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Catherine Murray, widow of Arthur Murray, late
of General Service, United States Army, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of John Shuler, late of One hundred and first Com-
pany, United States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Ernest M. Brazil, late of Battery M, Third Bat-
talion, United States Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate
of §12 per month,

The name of Polk W. Nunnally, late of Company F, Second
Regiment Gecgg‘la Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $1 month.

The nnm: of 1:!letrnc.w:ar Leonard Downey, late of the United States
Marine Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month,
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The name of Wesley S. Walden, late of Company I, Tenth
ent United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month.

The name of Sarah Lancaster, dependent mother of Gilbert Lan-
caster, late of Company M, Twenty-sixth Regiment United States
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of George W. McElroy, late of Company B, Fourth
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Frederick G. Craco, late of Troop E, Fifth Regi-
ment United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $10 per month.

The name of Albert I. Merrill, late of Company I, Eighth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $10 per month.

The name of Elmer E. Hall, late of Nez Perce Indian War in 1877,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Frank Fog, late of Company B, Indian scout,
United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $6 per
month.

The name of John Parent, late of Troop C, Mounted Service,
United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of §12
per month.

The name of Elizabeth D. Wise, widow of Commander Frederick
M. Wise, late of the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at
the rate of §76 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Albert E. Sullivan, late of the United States Navy,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Edward E. Bailey, late of the United States Navy,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Amanda Kurtz, widow of Louis EKurtz, late of
Company L, Third Regiment Missouri Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Elizabeth Bridgman, widow of Samuel N. Bridg-
man, late captain in commissary of subsistence, United States
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of John Adams, late of Battery E, Sixth Regiment
United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20
per month.

The name of Bear Dog, late of uprising of Indian Wounded
Knee, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Eagleman, late of uprising of Indian Wounded
Enee, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Ralph J. Gipson, late of Service Company, Seven-
teenth Regiment United States Infantry, and/pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Edith Young Knight, widow of John T. Knight,
late assistant quartermaster general United States Army, and pay
her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Ann Monaghan, dependent mother of Charles P.
Monaghan, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment United States
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Willlam O. Thompson, late of Capt. James B.
Blaine's company, New Mexico Militia Volunteers, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Lee Jordon, late of Company E, First Regiment
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12
per month. :

The name of Victoria Kessel, widow of Leon J. Kessel, late of
Company L, Twenty-first Regiment United States Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Vivian N. Garrett, late of Company D, Eighth
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $20 per month.

The name of Golden 8. Briggs, widow of Raylnond Briggs, late
of Company M, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of William H. Ferguson, late of Company A, Seventh
Regiment United States Engineers, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month.

The name of Frank P. Card. late of the United States Navy, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Celia Kneller, widow of Albert Kneller, late of
Company F, Twenty-second Regiment United States Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of 820 per month.

The name of Frank E. Crane, late of Company I, First Regi-
ment New Mexico Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$20 per month.

The name of Margarito Barela, late of Company A, First Regl-
ment New Mexico Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 per month.

The name of Archibald H. Dixon, allas Richard A. Stacey, late
of Troop E, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay him
& pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Christ O. Severeide, late of Company B, Sixth
Regiment United States Infaniry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Anderson M. Cox, late of Capt. H. J. G. Maxom's
Company F, Third Regiment Green Meadow Home Guards, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Willlam Hibbard, late of Company H, Twenty-third
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §12 per month.

The .name of John Mohrherr, late of Troop D, Sixth Regiment
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12
per month.
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The name of Three White Horses, late of uprising of
Indian Wounded Enee, and pay him a pension at the rate of §12
per month.

The name of Lorenzo D. Sheets, late of Battery F, Second Regi-
ment United States Artillery and pay him a pension at the rate
of 88 per month.

The name of Charles E. Walters, helpless child of William
Walters, late of Troop D, Nineteenth Regiment Kansas Cavalry,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Nellie L. Walters, helpless child of William Walters,
late of Troop D, Nineteenth Regiment Kansas Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of James Alfred Johnson, late of the United States
Marine Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of §17 per
month.

The name of Kate Merritt Ramsay, widow of Martin McMahon
Ramsay, late paymaster, United States Navy, and pay her a pen-
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Richard S. Blackwell, late of Capt. James Clark's
company, Oregon Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The name of Louis E. Janis, late of Forty-fourth Motor Trans-
port Company, Quartermaster Corps, United States Army, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Emma F. Meyer, widow of Frederick Walter Meyer,
late of Fourth Battery, New York Light Artillery; and pay her a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Thomas Turner, late of Company F, Eleventh Regi-
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $10 per month.

The name of Emma L. Marheine, widow of Toney Marheine,
late of Company L, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Amanda B. Whitfield, former widow of Lewis
Bartholomew, late of Company F, First Regiment United States
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of George B. Cummings, late of Battery A, Second
Regiment United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Ruth L. Retan, helpless child of Lee H. Retan,
late of Company G, Thirty-third Michigan Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Mary E. Kendall, helpless child of James F. Een-
dall, late of the United States Marine Corps, and pay her a pen-
slon at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of John M. Lovelace, late of Quartermaster
Department, and Company M, Forty-fourth United States In-
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, I desire to offer two cor-
rective amendments. I move to strike out on page 23, line
18, after the words “ per month,” the words “and $6 per
month additional for minor child until 16 years of age.” It
is in the wrong place.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
amendment is agreed to.

Mr. NORBECK. Then on page 24, in line 14, hefore the
words “ per month,” I move to strike out the “ 32" and to
insert in lieu thereof “ $6.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
amendment is agreed to. ¢

Mr. SHEPPARD. I offer the amendment which I send
to the desk.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
stated.

The Cuier CLERK. On page 56, after line 22, it is pro-
nvosed to insert:

The name of Lucille E. Hanigan, widow of Col. Henry A. Hani-
gan, late of First Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving and $6 per month additional for each child under 16
years of age.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS

The Senate proceeded fo consider the bill (H. R. 16744)
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain sol-
diers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and
dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war, which
had been reported from the Commitiee on Pensions with
amendments.

The amendment will be
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The first amendment of the Committee on Pensions was,
on page T, after line 8, to strike out:

The name of Rachel Davis, widow of John L. Davis, late of Com=-
pany K, Two hundred and eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 16, fo
insert:

The name of Flora Irish, widow of George H. Irish, late of Com-
pany I, Fourteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Helen F. Wilcox, widow of Thaddeus H. Wilcox,
late unassigned, Fifteenth Regiment New York Engineers, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Lizzie C. Snow, widow of James H. Snow, late of
Company K, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of May E, Carsten, widow of Frederick W. Carsten,
late of Troop L, Sixth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Caroline Richards, widow of Henry H. Richards,
late of Troop K, Third Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Agnes Messenger, helpless child of James Mes-
senger, late of Troop K, Fifteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Susan Hickenlooper, widow of Thomas B. Hicken-
looper, late of Company D, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Harriett E. Mitchell, widow of A. Bartley Mitchell,
Iate of Sixteenth Independent Battery, Ohio Volunteer Light
Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary Simpkins, widow of George W. Simpkins,
late of Company G, Eighty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary C. Starbuck, widow of John M. Starbuck,
late of Company A, Twentieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Margaret Kent, widow of Thomas J. Eent, late of
Company B, Ninety-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary E. Boyd, widow of Horatio N. Boyd, late of
Troop L, Seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Amanda J. Brooke, widow of Thomas H. Brooke,
late of Military Telegraph Corps, United States Army, during
Civil War, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Louisa 8. Richmond, widow of William H. Rich-
mond, late acting master’s mate, United States Navy, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Auriela R. Johnson, widow of John Johnson, late
of Company F. Fourth ent Maine Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Charles W. Crippin, helpless child of John F.
Crippin, late of Company I, One hundred and fifty-sixth Regiment
INinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$20 per month.

The name of Sarah F. Lambing, widow of George W. Lambing,
late of Company H, One hundred and ninety-ninth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Cordelia Bodoin, widow of James Bodoin, late of
Troop K, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Caroline V. McCullough, widow of George A. Mec-
Cullough, late of Battery F, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of 850 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah Pangburn, widow of Samuel V. Pangburn,
late of Company A, Forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 30 per month.

The name of Jemima McClure, widow of James McClure, late
of Battery L, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $60 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Elmer E. Hickman, helpless child of Charles A.
Hickman, late of Company A, Thirty-eighth nt Indiana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month.

The name of Louisa J. Lewis, widow of Charles V. Lewis, late of
Troop D, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Carrie M. Bearse, former widow of Samuel B.
Stuart, late of Company E, Thirteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving,

The name of Martha V. Emery, widow of Charles A. Emery, late
of Troop H, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of §50 per month, and $20 per month for
helpless child, Amos E., in lieu of that she is now receiving:
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Provided, That in the event of the death of Amos E., hel

dependent child of said soldier, the additional pannioglmheremm
granted shall cease and determine: And provided further, That
in the event of the death of Martha V. Emery the name of said
Amos E. Emery shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of
%mﬁrer;nonthn‘ommdmthedateordeathotsamm

The name of Lee Dan McMonigle, helpless child of He
McMonigle, late of Troop H, Thirteenth Rag!mp ent Indiana Voh?:{
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

T!xe1 nal:l:e I‘J}:Idimnmv 1G. Smith, widow of Leander Smith, late
unassigned, ana Volunteers, and pay her a ion a
rate of $30 per month. pes e i

The name of Tom Kinney, helpless child of Willlam Kinney,
late of Company B, Thirty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Marie E. Combe, widow of Adrien Combe, late of
Company E, Twenty-sixth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Martha J. Pickard, former widow of Benjamin
Smith, late of Company F, Forty-ninth Regiment Eentucky Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah F. Stewart, widow of Willlam N, Stewart,
late of Company D, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month, and
$20 per month for helpless child, Irma, in lieu of that she is now
receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Irma,
helpless and dependent daughter of said soldier, the additional
pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And
further, That in the event of the death of Sarah F, Stewart, the
name of said Irma Stewart shall be placed on the pension roll,
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at
the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death of
sald SBarah F. Stewart.

The name of Minnie Pennington, widow of Dixon Pennington,
late of Company C, Forty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Allie M. Casad, widow of Orla 8. Casad, late of
Company B, Sixty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Amanda M. I. Clark, widow of Firmin Clark, late
of Company A, Fifty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Louisa 8. Fee, widow of Nathan H. Fee, late of
Troop I, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry,and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Sarah Bowers, widow of Joseph R. Bowers, late of
Company F, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Mounted In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary A. Bates, widow of John T. Bates, late of
Fourth Battery Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Mary Jane Williams, widow of Joseph Williams, late
of Company B, Seventy-second Regiment Missouri Militia, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $§30 per month.

The name of Rachel Patten Ricks, widow of William Ricks, late
of Company G, e hundred and second Regiment United States
Colored Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.

The name of Mary E. Richards, widow of Frank Richards, late of
Company H, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Celia Thurber, widow of Henry Thurber, late of
Company F, Thirty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 850 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary Walters, widow of George W. Walters, late
of Company F, One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment Ohio
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Paul Manso, helpless child of James G. Manso, late
of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment Illinols Volunteer Infantry,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Sarah C. Manso, widow of James G. Manso, late
of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Eveline Bloodgood, widow of A Bloodgood,
late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment New Jersey Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Lena Elizabeth Wissmath, helpless child of Henry
Wissmath, late of Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Illinois
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 820 per
month.

The name of Hattie Carver, helpless child of Henry Carver, late
of Company C, Twentieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Evelyne Qualls, widow of Nevel Qualls, late of
Company C, Eighty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
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pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that
she is now recelving.

The name of Mary E. Greene, widow of Lester B. Greene, late of
Company C, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Mary McLaughlin, widow of John McLaughlin, late
of Company A, Two hundred and second Regiment Pennsylvania
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 850 per
month, and $20 per month for helpless child, George, in lieu of
that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the
death of George McLaughlin, helpless and dependent son of said
Mary McLaughlin, the additional pension herein granted shall cease
and determine: And provided further, That in the event of the
death of Mary McLaughlin, the name of sald George McLaughlin
shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $20 per month from
and after the date of death of said Mary McLaughlin.

The name of Philip Gump, jr., helpless child of Philip Gump,
late of Troop C, Eighteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Mary Martin, widow of William Martin, late of
Company I, Forty-eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Emma Williams, helpless child of Thomas T.
Williams, late of Captain Francis M. Vaughn's Company B, Three
Forks Battalion, Kentucky State Troops, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $20 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the
bill to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

RESPONSIBILITY OF POSTMASTERS

The bill (8. 5752) to fix more equitably the responsibility
of postmasters, was considered, ordered to be engrossed for
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That hereafter a postmaster at a post office
of the first, second, or third class shall not be held liable for any
loss of public funds of the United States due to the negligence
or dishonesty of any subordinate or subordinates, unless in the
opinion of the Postmaster General such postmaster by the ex-
ercise of due diligence could have prevented such loss.

Sec, 2. All provisions of law inconsistent with the foregoing are
hereby repealed.

GUNS OF FORMER COAST GUARD CUTTER “ BEAR ”

The bill (H. R. 13262) to authorize the Secretary of the
Navy to donate to the city of Oakland, Calif., certain guns
and mounts that were formerly in service on the Coast
Guard cutter Bear was considered, ordered to a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he
15 hereby, authorized and directed to donate, without expense to
the United States, to the city of Oakland, Calif., three 6-pounder
guns, Mark VIII, and mounts complete with breech mechanism,
yoke, carriage, slide, stand, and sight, serial Nos. 232, 234, and
235, that were formerly in service on the Coast Guard cutter Bear.

CLAIM OF CREEEK NATION OF INDIANS

The resolution (S. Res. 404) referring to the Court of
Claims the claim of the Creek Nation of Indians for com-
pensation for lands acquired from them by the United
States, and for other purposes, was read, considered, and
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the claim of the Creek Nation of Indians for
compensation from the United States for lands acquired by the
United States from sald Indian tribe under Article I of the treaty
of August 9, 1814 (7 Stat. 120), be, and the same is hereby, referred
to the Court of Claims in accordance with the provisions of sec-
tion 151 of the Judicial Code (U. 8. C., sec, 257; 44 Stat. 898); and
sald court is authorized and directed, notwithstanding the lapse
of time or the statutes of limitation and irrespective of any former
adjudication or release, to inquire into the claim of said Indian
tribe for just compensation for said lands and to report the
amount which in fairness and justice and under all the facts and
circumstances the United States should pay to the Creek Nation
of Indians as fair compensation for said lands, and to report its
findings of fact and conclusions to the Congress. In reporting
such amount the court shall take into consideration the amount
for which the United States sold such lands as public lands, less
cost of survey and sale.

GOVERNMENT TOWN SITES ON IRRIGATION PROJECTS
The bill (H. R. 14056) to amend the act approved March
2, 1929, entitled “An act to authorize the disposition of un-

platted portions of Government town sites on irrigation
projects under the reclamation act of June 17, 1902, and for
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other purposes,” was considered, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be il enacted, ete.,, That section 1 of the act of March 2, 1929,
entitled “An act to authorize the disposition of unplatted portions
of Government town sites on irrigation projects under the recla-
mation act of June 17, 1902, and for other purposes " (45 Stat. L.
1522; U. 8. C., Bupp. III, title 43, sec. 571), be amended to read:

*That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, in his
discretion, to appraise and sell, at public auction, to the highest
bidder, from time to time, under such terms as to time of pay-
ment as he may require, but in no event for any longer period
than five years, any or all of the unplatted portions of Govern-
ment town sites created under the act of April 16, 1906 (34 Stat.
118), on any irrigation project constructed under the act of June
17, 1902 (32 Stat. 388), or acts amendatory thereof or supple-
mentary thereto: Provided, That any land so offered for sale and
not disposed of may afterwards be sold, at not less than the
appraised value, at private sale, under such regulations as the
Becretary of the Interior may prescribe. Patents made in pur-
suance of such sale shall convey all the right, title, and interest of
the United States in or to the land so sold.”

PATENTS TO LANDS IN MONTANA

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4696) grant-
ing to the Butte Anglers’ Club, of Butte, Mont., a patent to
lot 1, section 5, township 2 south, range 9 west, and a patent
to the Northern Pacific Railway Co. of lot 2 in said section 5,
which had been reported from the Committee on Public
Lands and Surveys with an amendment on page 2, line 4,
after the word “fish,” to insert “and that any and all
mineral of any kind or character within the granted lands
are reserved to the United States,” so as to make the bill
read:

Be it enacted, efc., That there is hereby granted, subject to
vested existing rights, to the Butte Anglers' Club, of Butte, Mont.,
lot 1 of section 5, township 2 south, range 9 west, and to the
Northern Pacific Railway Co. lot 2 in sald section, upon its filing
with the Secretary of the Interior a duly certified copy of a con-
veyance of the said land to the said Butte Anglers’ Club. In each
case the patent, in evidence of the grant herein made, shall pro-
vide that the land conveyed shall revert to the United States if
and when after two years from the date thereof the premises cease
to be used for the propagation of game fish and that any and all
mineral of any kind or character within the granted lands are
reserved to the United States.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I move to amend the committee
amendment, at the beginning of line 6, by striking out the
word “ are ” and inserting the word “ is.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree-
ing to the amendment to the amendment. .

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed. 2

' CONSIDERATION OF BRIDGE BILLS

Mr. FESS. Mr, President, beginning with Order of Busi-
ness No. 1587 there are about 18 bridge bills on the calendar,
which I suggest may be considered en bloe.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was about to
call attention to that fact. There are certain of them, how-
ever, with amendments, and the Chair will call attention to
those bills as the calendar is proceeded with. The next order
of business on the calendar, being Senate bill 5624, has been
reported with amendments.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5624) to
extend the times for commencing and completing the con-
struction of a bridge across the Ohio River at or near
Shawneetown, Gallatin County, Ill, and a point opposite
thereto in Union County, Ky., which had been reported
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments, on
page 2, at the beginning of line 2, to insert “ heretofore ex-
tended by an act of Congress approved June 20, 1929,” and
in line 3, after the word “hereby,” to insert the word
“ further,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commencing and com-
pleting the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at or
near Shawneetown, Gallatin County, IIl., and a point opposite
thereto in Union County, Ky. authorized to be built by the act.
of Congress entitled “An act authorizing J. L. Rowan, his heirs,
legal representatives, and assigns to construct, maintain, and oper-

ate a bridge across the Ohio River at or near Shawneetown, Ill.,"
approved May 1, 1928, heretofore extended by an act of Congress
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approved June 20, 1929, are hereby further extended one and
three years, respectively, from the date of approval hereof.

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, Order
of Business No. 1588, being Senate bill 5746, and Order of
Business 1589, being Senate bill 5768, being in the usual
form, and having been reported without amendment, will be
considered en bloc.

Mr. HOWELL. I desire to offer an amendment to Senate
bill 5768.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
considered separately.

The bill (8. 5748) granting the consent of Congress to the
county commissioners of Baltimore County, Md. to con-
struect, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge across
Deep Creek at or nmear Marlyn Avenue, Baltimore County,
Md., was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of is hereby
granted to the county commissioners of Baltimore County, Md., to
construct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge and ap-

ches thereto across Deep Creek, at a point suitable to the
interests of navigation, at or near Marlyn Avenue, Baltimore
County, Md., in accordance with the provisions of an act entitled
“An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable
waters,” approved March 23, 1906.

8ec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5768) au-
thorizing the cities of Omaha, Nebr., and Council Bluffs,
Jowa, and the counties of Douglas, Nebr., and Pottawattamie,
Iowa, to construct, maintain, and operate a toll or free
bridge across the Missouri River at or near O’Hern Street,
South Omaha, Nebr., which was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in order to promote interstate com-
merce, improve the postal service, and provide for military and
other purposes, the city of Omaha, Nebr., or Douglas County,
Nebr., or the city of Council Bluffs, or Pottawattamie County,
Iowa, or any two or more thereof cooperating, are hereby author-
ized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches
thereto across the Missouri River, at a point suitable to the inter-
ests of navigation, at or near O'Hern Street, South Omaha,
Nebr., in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An
act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,”
approved March 23, 1906, and subject to the conditions and lim-
itations contained in this act.

Sec. 2. There is hereby conferred upon said cities and counties,
acting jointly, or any one or more of them separately, all such
rights and powers to enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn,
occupy, possess, and use real estate and other property needed for
the location, construction, maintenance, and operation of such
bridge and its approaches as are possessed by railroad corpora-
tions for railroad purposes or by bridge corporations for bridge
purposes in the State in which such real estate or other property
is situated, upon making just compensation therefor, to be ascer-
tained and paid according to the laws of such State, and the pro-
ceedings therefor shall be the same as in the condemnation or
expropriation of property for public purposes in such State.

Sec. 3. The said cities and counties, or any one or more thereof,
are hereby authorized to operate such bridge free of tolls, or, in
their discretion, to fix and charge tolls for transit over such
bridge; and in case rates of toll are so fixed, such rates shall be the
legal rates until changed by the Secretary of War under authority
contalned in the act of March 23, 1906.

Skc. 4. In fixing the rates of toll to be charged for the use of
such bridge the same shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund
sufficient to pay for the reasonable cost of maintaining, repairing,
and operating such bridge and its approaches under economical
management, and to provide a sinking fund sufficient to amortize
the cost of such bridge and its approaches, including reasonable
interest and financing costs, as soon as possible, under reasonable
charges, but within a period of not to exceed 15 years from
the completion thereof or acquisition thereof as hereinafter pro-
vided. After a sinking fund sufficlent for such amortization shall
have been so provided such bridge shall thereafter be maintained
and operated free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall thereafter be
g0 adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed the amount
necessary for the proper maintenance, repair, and operation of
such bridge and its approaches under economical management.
An accurate record of the cost of such bridge and its approaches,
the expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and operating the
same, and of the daily tolls collected, shall be kept and shall be
available for the information of all persons interested.

Sec. 5. All rights, powers, and privileges. conferred by this act
upon the city of Omaha, Nebr. the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa,

Very well; the bills will be
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the county of Douglas, Nebr., and the county of Pottawattamie,
Towa, may be enjoyed, used, or performed by said citles and coun-
ties, jolnily, or by any one or more thereof separately, or by such
boards or commissions as may be created by law to carry out the
provisions of this act for said cities and counties, or any one or
more thereof that may construct the bridge hereby authorized.
The rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act may be
assigned, conveyed, and transferred by said cities and counties to
the State of Nebraska and the State of Iowa, or to either thereof,
or to the highway departments of said States, or of elther thereof,
but shall not otherwise be assigned, conveyed, or transferred.

Sec. 6. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

Mr. HOWELL. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill,
On page 3, line 12, I move to strike out the word “ fifteen ”
and substitute in lieu thereof the word “ twenty.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
amendment is agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The bill (8. 5798) to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River
at Cairo, Ill., was announced as next in order,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For the bill the title of
which has just been stated a similar House bill, being Order
of Business No. 1588, House bill 14689, will, without objection,
be substituted, and the House bill will be considered.

The bill (H. R. 14689) to extend the time for commencing
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio
River at Cairo, Ill., was read, considered, ordered to a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 5798 will be
indefinitely postponed.

The bill (S. 5887) to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio
River at Mound City, Ill., was considered, ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, eic., That the times for commencing and com-
pleting the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at or
near Mound City, Ill., authorized to be built by B. L. Hendrix,
G. C. Trammel, and C. 8. Miller by the act of Congress approved
March 16, 1928, and extended for one year by the act of Congress
approved March 2, 1929, and again extended one year by the act of
Congress approved May 26, 1930, are hereby further extended one
and three years, respectively, from March 2, 1931,

8ec. 2, The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5952) to
extend the times for commencing and completing the con-
struction of a bridge across the Ohio River approximately
midway between the cities of Owensboro, Ky., and Rock-
port, Ind., which had been reported from the Committee on
Commerce with an amendment on page 1, line 8, after the
name “ February,” to strike out “6 " and insert “ 26,” and
in the same line, after the numerals “ 1929,” to insert “ here-
tofore extended by act of Congress approved March 3, 1930,”
s0 as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commencing and com-
pleting the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River ap-
proximately midway between the cities of Owensboro, Ky., and
Rockport, Ind., authorized to be built by E. T. Franks, his heirs,
legal representatives, and assigns, by an act of Congress approved
February 26, 1929, heretofore extended by act of Congress ap-
proved March 3, 1930, are hereby further extended one and three
years, respectively, from February 26, 1931.

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The bill (S. 5921) authorizing Dalles City, a municipal
corporation, its successors and assigns, to construct, main-
tain, and operate a bridge across the Columbia River at or
near The Dalles, Oreg., was considered, ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That in order to facilitate interstate com-
merce, improve the postal service, and provide for military and
other purposes, Dalles City, a municipal corporation, its successors
and assigns, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct, maintain,
and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Columbia
River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation at or near
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The Dalles, Oreg., in accordance with the provisions of the act
entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906, and subject to the
conditions and limitations contained in this act.

SEc. 2. There is hereby conferred upon Dalles City, a municipal
corporation, its successors and assigns, all such rights and powers
to enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, occupy, possess, and
use real estate and other property needed for the location, con-
struction, operation, and maintenance of such bridge and its
approaches as are d by railroad corporations for railroad
purposes or by bridge corporations for bridge purposes in the State
in which such real estate or property is situated, upon making just
compensation therefor, to be ascertained and pald according to the
laws of such State, and the proceedings therefor shall be the same
as in the condemnation or expropriation of property for public
purposes in such State.

SEec. 3. The sald Dalles City, a municipal corporation, its succes-
sors and assigns, is hereby authorized to fix and charge tolls for
transit over such bridge, and the rates of toll so fixed shall be the
legal rates until changed by the Secretary of War under the au-
thority contained in the act of March 23, 1906.

Sec. 4. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by
the Secretary of War, either the State of Oregon, the State of
Washington, any public agency or political subdivision of either of
such States, within or adjoining which any part of such bridge is
located, or any two or more of them jointly, may at any time ac-
quire and take over all right, title, and interest in such bridge and
its approaches and any interest in real property necessary there-
for, by purchase or by condemnation or expropriation, in accord-
ance with the laws of either of such States governing the acquisi-
tion of private property for public purposes by condemnation or
expropriation. If at any time after the expiration of 15 years
after the completion of such bridge the same is acquired by con-
demnation or expropriation, the amount of damages or com; a-
tion to be allowed shall not include good will, going value, or
prospective revenues or profits, but shall be limited to the sum of
(1) the actual cost of constructing such bridge and its approaches,
less a reasonable deduction for actual depreciation in value; (2)
the actual cost of acquiring such interest in real property; (3)
actual financing and promotion costs, not to exceed 10 per cent of
the sum of the cost of constructing the bridge and its approaches
and acquiring such interest in real property; and (4) actual ex-
penditures for necessary improvements.

Sec. 5. If such bridge shall be taken over or acquired by the
States or public agencies or political subdivisions thereof, or by
either of them, as provided in section 4 of this act, and if tolls
are thereafter charged for the use thereof, the rates of toll shall
be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay for the
reasonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the bridge
and its approaches under economical management and to provide
@ sinking fund sufficient to amortize the amount pald therefor,
including reasonable interest and financing cost, as soon as possible
under reasonable charges but within a period of not to exceed 15
years from the date of acquiring the same, After a sinking fund
gufficient for such amortization shall have been provided, such
bridge shall thereafter be maintained and operated free of tolls,
or the rates of toll shall thereafter be so adjusted as to provide a
fund of not to exceed the amount necessary for the proper main-
tenance, repair, and operation of the bridge and its approaches
under economical management. An accurate record of the
amount paid for acquiring the bridge and its approaches, the
actual expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and operating the
same, and of the daily tolls collected shall be kept and shall be
avallable for the information of all persons interested.

Sec. 6. Dalles City, a municipal corporation, its successors and
assigns, shall within 80 days after the completion of such bridge
file with the Secretary of War and with the highway departments
of the States of Oregon and Washington a sworn, itemized state-
ment showing the actual original cost of constructing the bridge
and its approaches, the actual cost of acquiring any intferest in
real property necessary therefor, and the actual financing and pro-
motion costs. The Secretary of War may, and upon reguest of the
highway department of either of such States shall, at any time
within three years after the completion of such bridge, investigate
such costs and determine the accuracy and the reasonableness of
the costs alleged in the statement of such costs so filled and shall
make a finding of the actual and reasonable costs of constructing,
financing, and promoting such bridge; for the purpose of such
investigation the sald Dalles City, a municipal corporation, its suc-
cessors and assigns, shall make available all of its records in con-
nection with the construction, financing, and promotion thereof.
The findings of the Secretary of War as to the reasonable costs
of the construction, financing, and promotion of the bridge shall
be conclusive for the purposes mentioned in section 4 of this act,
subject only to review in a court of equity for fraud or gross
mistake.

Sec. 7. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the
rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby
granted to Dalles City, a municipal corporation, its successors and
assigns; and any corporation to which, or any person to whom
such rights, powers, and privileges may be sold, assigned, or trans-
ferred, or who shall acquire the same by mortgage foreclosure or
otherwise, is hereby authorized and empowered to exercise the
same as fully as though conferred herein directly upon such cor-
poration or person.

Sec. 8. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.
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The bill (8. 5843) authorizing H. C. Brenner Realty &
Finance Corporation, its successors and assigns, to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi
River at or near a point between Cherokee and Osage
Streets, St. Louis, Mo., was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that
Order of Business 1595, being House bill 12966, is identical
with the Senate bill, and, without objection, will be sub-
stituted for it and will be considered at this time.

The bill (H. R. 12966) authorizing H. C. Brenner Realty &
Finance Codrporation, its successors and assigns, to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi
River at or near a point between Cherokee and Osage
Streets, St. Louis, Mo., was considered, read the third time,
and passed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Withouat objection, Sen-
ate bill 5843 will be indefinitely postponed.

The bills on the calendar from Order of Business 1596
fo Order of Business 1604, inclusive, are in the usual form
and without objection will be considered en bloc.

The following House bills were severally read, considered,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed: .
The bill (H. R. 14558) to extend the times for commenc-
ing and completing the construction of a bridge across the

Ohio River at or near New Martinsville, W. Va.;

The bill (H. R. 14676) to extend the times for commenc-
ing and completing the construction of a bridge across the
Columbia River at or near Arlington, Oreg.;

The bill (H. R. 14689) to extend the times for commencing
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio
River at Cairo, Ill.; s

The bill (H. R. 15137) to extend the times for commenc-
ing and completing the construction of an overhead viaduct
across the Mahoning River at or near Niles, Trumbull
County, Ohio;

The bill (H. R. 15276) authorizing the States of Alabama
and Mississippi, through their respective highway depart-
ments, to construct, maintain, and operate a free highway
bridge across the Escatawpa River at or near Wilmer, Ala.,
and Latonia, Miss.,, connecting Mobile County, Ala. and
George County, Miss.;

The bill (H. R. 15366) granting the consent of Congress to
the State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate
a bridge across the Mississippi River near Bemidji, Minn.;

The bill (H. R. 15433) granting the consent of Congress
to the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate
a free highway bridge across the Little Calumet River on
South Halsted Street at One hundred and thirtieth Street,
in Cook County, State of Illinois;

The bill (H. R. 15434) granting the consent of Congress
to the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate
a free highway bridge across the Fox River at Algonquin, in
McHenry County, State of Illinois; and

The bill (H. R. 14452) to extend the times for com-
mencing and completing the construction of a bridge across
the St. Lawrence River near Alexandria Bay, N. Y.

LOANS LESS THAN $300 IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The bill (S. 5629) to provide for the regulation of business
of making loans of $300 or less in the District of Columbia,
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I ask that the bill go over.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, that bill has received very
scant consideration by the Committee on the District of
Columbia. I think there were only four members present
when the bill was voted to be reported out. Under those cir-
cumstances I ask unanimous consent that it may be recom-
mitted to the committee.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and the bill will be recommitted to the
committee.

SALINE RIVER BRIDGE NEAR KINGSLAND, ARK.
The bill (H. R. 15766) granting the consent of Congress

to the Arkansas State Highway Commission to maintain
and operate, as constructed, a free highway bridge across
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Saline River near Kingsland, Ark., on State highway No. 3,
from Pine Bluff to Fordyce, Ark., was considered, read the
third time, and passed.

GEORGE WASHINGTON BICENTENNIAL

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 6041) to
authorize an appropriation of funds in the Treasury to the
credit of the District of Columbia for the use of the District
of Columbia Commission for the George Washington Bi-
centennial, which had been reported from the Committee
on the District of Columbia with an amendment, on page 1,
after line 7, to insert “ Provided, That the expenditure of
the money for the District of Columbia Commission for the
George Washington Bicentennial herein authorized shall be
made under such regulations as may be prescribed by the
Commissioners of the District of Columbia,” so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized fo be appro-
priated, out of funds in the Treasury to the credit of the District
of Columbia, the sum of $100,000, to be expended by the District
of Columbia Commission for the George Washington Bicentennial:
Provided, That the expenditure of the money by the District cf
Columbia Commission for the George Washington Bicentennial

- herein authorized shall be made under such regulations as may
be prescribed by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

COPPER RIDGE MINING CO.

The bill (S. 4837) for the relief of the Copper Ridge
Mining Co., was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secrefary of the Treasury is author-
ized and directed to pay to the Copper Ridge Mining Co., out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum
of $515, in full satisfaction of the claims of said company against
the United States for repayment of purchase money in connection
with mineral entries Phoenix 056018 and 056019, such claims for
repayment not having been submitted to the General Land Office
within the time required by the act entitled “An act to amend an
act approved March 26, 1908, entitled ‘An act to provide for the
repayment of certain commissions, excess payments, and purchase
moneys paid under the public land laws,’” approved December
11, 1919.

SEACOAST ISLANDS OF ORANGE COUNTY, CALIF.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11968)
to reserve for public use scenic rocks, pinnacles, reefs, and
small islands along the seacoast of Orange County, Calif.,
which had been reported from the Committee on Public
Lands and Surveys with amendments, on page 1, line 6, after
the word “ hereby,” to insert the word “temporarily ”; in
line 7, after the word “ reserved,” to insert “ pending the en-
actment of appropriate legislation by the Congress of the
United States”; and in line 9, after the word “ scenic,” to
strike out “and ” and insert “or,” so as to make the bill
Tead:

Be it enacted, etc., That all rocks, pinnacles, reefs, and islands
having an area, at ordinary high tide, of less than 2 acres, and
located in the Pacific Ocean within 1 mile of the coast of Orange
County, Calif., be, and the same are hereby, temporarily reserved,
pending enactment of appropriate legislation by the Congress of
the United States, in the interest of preserving the same for park,
scenic, or other public purposes, and no patent shall issue for any
of sald rocks, pinnacles, reefs, or islands under any law relating
to the public lands after the passage of this act.

The amendments were agreed to.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the
bill to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

IDAHO NATIONAL FOREST

The bill (S. 116) to add certain lands to the Idaho Na-
tional Forest, Idaho, was considered, ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the following-described areas be, and
the same are hereby, included in and made a part of the Idaho
National Forest, subject to all prier adverse rights; and that said
lands shall hereafter be subject to all laws affecting national
forests: All township 23 north, ranges 2 and 3 east, and that part
of the west half of township 24 north, range 4 east, which is not
already included in the Nez Perce National Forest; all Boise
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ATLANTIC & PACIFIC RAILROAD, NEW MEXICO

The bill (8. 5105) for the relief of certain settlers and.
claimants within the limits of the grant of land to the At~
lantic & Pacific Railroad Co. in the State of New Mexico, |
and for other purposes, was considered, ordered to be en-
gm;“ﬁd for a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Santa Fe Pacific Rallroad Co., suc=
cessor in interest to the Atlantic & Pacific Rallroad Co., may,
when requested by the Secretary of the Interior so to do, deed to
the United States any part or all of sections 9, 15, and 23, township
2 north, 4 west, New Mexico prineipal meridian, the title to
which was derived by said railroad company through the act of
Congress of July 27, 1866 (14 Stat. L. 292), in aid of the construc-
tion of said railroad, any portion of which sections is and has been
occupled by any settler or claimant, by themselves or their prede-
cessors in interest, for a period of not less than 40 years next
before the passage of this act, and shall then be entitled to select
in lieu thereof and to have patented other sections of vacant, un-
reserved, nonmineral public land of equal quantity in said State,
as may be agreed upon with the Secretary of the Interior: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall, as soon as may be
after the passage of this act, cause inquiry to be made of all lands
so0 held by settlers or claimants, and shall cause the holdings to be
surveyed, and on receiving such deed shall at once, without cost to
the claimants, cause patents to issue to each such claimant for his
or her holdings: Provided further, That not to exceed 160 acres
shall be patented to any one person: And provided further, That
any fractions of any such sections of land remaining after the
issuance of patents to the settlers or claimants aforesaid shall
be subject to entry or other disposition the sam:qh other public
lands of the United States,

SEc. 2. That the Secretary be, and he is hereby, authorized to
issue patent upon stock-raising homestead entry, Buffalo, Wyo.,
No. 025831, made by James Scott on April 7, 1926, for the south
half of the southeast quarter, and southeast quarter of the south-
west quarter, section 18, southeast quarter of the northeast quar-
ter, and northeast quarter of the southeast quarter, section 23,
and north half of the northwest quarter, and southwest quarter
of the northwest quarter, section 24, township 41 north, range 88
west, sixth principal meridian, in support of which final proof
was submitted on October 15, 1929.

LIVE OAK NAVAL RESERVE, LA,

The bill (H. R. 6586) providing for the confirmation of
the title of certain purchasers from the State of Louisiana
of lands formerly included in the Live Oak naval reserve
on Navy Commissioners Island, in St. Mary Parish, La., now
abandoned, was considered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, subject to the provisions of this act,
the title of all persons who, prior to January 1, 1880, purchased
from the State of Louisiana any lands formerly included in what
was known as the Live Oak naval reserve on Navy Commissioners
Island, in St. Mary Parish, in the State of Louisiana, established
by Executive order of February 29, 1820, under authority of the
act of March 1, 1817, and restored to entry by authority of act
of February 16, 1923 (42 Stat., p. 1268), shall be confirmed and
validated against any claim or interest of the United States: Pro-
vided, That satisfactory evidence of such purchase, with descrip-
tion of the lands claimed by each applicant, in accordance with
the system of the United States public-land surveys, be sub-
mitted to the Secretary of the Interior within six months from
and after the approval of this act: Provided further, That patents
shall issue to such purchasers and shall Inure to the benefit of
their heirs, assigns, or devisees to the same extent and as if such
purchasers had secured full title from the State of Louisiana
through such purchasers upon the payment of $1.25 per acre for
such land, which sum shall be deposited in the Treasury of the
United States: Provided further, That the provisions of this act
shall not impair the rights of valid settlers upon said land.

TIMBERLAND IN MINNESOTA

The bill (H. R. 9934) providing for the sale of timberland
in four townships in the State of Minnesota, was consid-
ered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and

passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That vacant, unappropriated, unreserved
lands valued chiefly for timber in townships 158 and 159 north,
range 32 west, and in townships 158 and 159, range 33 west, fifth
principal meridian, Beltrami County, Minn., in the former Red
Lake Indian Reservation, may be sold to citizens of the United
States, or to persons who have declared their intention to become
such, under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the
Interior, in quantities not exceeding 160 acres to any one person
or assoclation of persons, at the appraised value but in no case
less than $2.50 per acre: Provided, That nothing herein con-
tained shall defeat or impair any bona fide claim under any law
of the United States, or authorize the sale of the improvements
of any bona fide settler.
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EXCHANGE OF LANDS BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND UTAH

The bill (H. R. 12697) to authorize an exchange of lands
between the United States and the State of Utah was con-
sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he
is hereby, authorized, in his discretion, to accept on behalf of the
United States title to the lands hereinafter described, containing
23,840 acres, more or less, owned by the State of Utah, and in ex-
change therefor may patent to the said State not more than an
equal area of surveyed, unreserved, nonmineral, and unappro-
priated public lands in said State. The lands to be accepted by
the United States are described as follows:

The southeast gquarter, south half southwest quarter, northeast
quarter southwest quarter section 9; southeast quarter northwest
quarter, northeast quarter, south half section 10; west half, west
half northeast quarter section 11; northwest quarter, north half
southwest quarter, southeast quarter southwest quarter, southeast
quarter section 14; north half, southwest quarter section 15; south
half northeast , south half section 17; southeast quarter
southeast guarter section 18; southeast quarter southwest quarter,
southwest quarter southeast quarter, east half southeast quarter,
east half northeast quarter section 19; all of section 20; all of
section 21; southwest quarter southwest quarter, northwest quar-
ter northwest quarter section 22; west half, west half east half,
northeast quarter northeast quarter section 23; northwest quarter
section 26; northeast quarter northeast quarter, west half north-
west quarter, northwest quarter southwest quarter section 27; south
half, northwest quarter, west half northeast quarter, northeast quar-
ter northeast quarter section 28; south half, northeast quarter,
southeast quarter northwest quarter section 29; west half, north-
east quarter, west half southeast quarter section 30; north half,
southeast quarter, east half southwest quarter, southwest quarter
southwest guarter section 81, northwest quarter, west half north-
east quarter, northeast quarter northeast quarter, north half
southwest quarter, southwest quarter southwest quarter section
83; north half southwest quarter section 34, all in township 16
south, range 5 west, Salt Lake base and meridian.

The east half section 1; south half section 13; southeast quarter,
southeast quarter northeast quarter section 14; northeast quarter,
east half northwest quarter, northwest quarter northwest quarter,
south half southeast quarter section 24; northeast quarter, north
half northwest quarter, southwest northwest quarter, west
half southwest quarter, southeast quarter southwest quarter,
southwest quarter southeast quarter section 25; north half, north
half south half, southwest quarter southwest quarter section 36,
all in township 17 south, range 6 west, Salt Lake base and
meridian.

The southeast quarter section 3; southwest quarter, west half
northwest quarter section 4; all of section 5; southeast quarter,
north half section 6; northeast quarter, north half southeast quar-
ter section 7; all of section 8; northwest quarter northwest quar-
ter section 9; northesat quarter, east half southwest quarter,
northwest quarter southeast quarter section 10; northeast quarter
northwest quarter, southwest quarter northwest quarter, northwest
quarter southwest quarter section 15; northwest quarter southwest

, southeast quarter southwest quarter section 16; all of
section 17; southeast quarter section 18; east half section 19; all
of section 20; west half, northeast quarter, northwest quarter
southeast quarter section 21; north half northwest quarter, south-
west quarter northwest quarter, northwest quarter southwest quar-
ter section 28; east half, southwest quarter section 80; east half,
southwest quarter, east half northwest quarter, northwest quarter
northwest quarter section 31, all in township 17 south, range 5
west, Salt Lake base and meridian.

The west half southwest quarter section 4; south half, northwest
quarter northwest quarter section 5; north half, southeast quar-
ter, east half southwest quarter, southwest quarter southwest
quarter section 6; all of section 7; all of section 8; southwest
guarter, west half northwest quarter section 9; all of section 17;
all of section 18; northwest quarter, north half northeast quarter,
south half southeast quarter section 19; all of section 20; south-
west quarter section 21; west half, west half east half section 29;
east half, east half southwest quarter section 30; northeast quar-
ter, east half northwest quarter, north half southeast quarter,
west half southwest quarter section 31, all in township 18 south,
range 5 west, Salt Lake base and meridian.

The northeast quarter southwest quarter, south half southwest
quarter, southwest quarter southeast quarter section 3; northeast
quarter, east half northwest quarter, east half southwest quarter,
southwest quarter southeast quarter section 9; north half north-
west quarter section 10, all in township 19 south, range 5 west,
Salt Lake base and meridian.

SUIT ON BONDS OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT CLERKS

The bill (8. 541) to limit the time for bringing suit on the
bonds of clerks of United States district courts was con-
sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That (a) no suit on the bond of a clerk

of
a United States district court shall be maintained, If the right of
action accrues after the date of the approval of this act, unless
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such suit is commenced within six years after the right of action
accrues; except that if any person entitled to bring such suit
was at the time of the accrual of the right of action under disa-
bility by reason of being an infant, a married woman, or an
insane person, such sult shall not be barred if it is commenced
within three after the removal of the disability.

(b) No s suit shall be maintained if the right of action
accrued before the date of the approval of this act, unless such
sult had not become barred by any statute of limitations in force
before such date, and unless such suit is commenced prior to the
expiration of one year after the approval of this act or six years
after the right of action first accrued, whichever is the later;
except that if any person entitled to bring such suit was at the
time of the accrual of the right of action under disability by
reason of an infant, a married woman, or an insane person,
such suit shall not be barred if it is commenced within three years
after the removal of the disability.

8ec. 2. Nothing in this act shall be held to modify the provi-
sions of section 2 of the act entitled “An act requiring notice of
deficlency in accounts of principals to be given to sureties upon
bonds of United Btates officlals, and fixing a limitation of time
within which suits shall be brought against said sureties upon
said bonds,” approved August 8, 1888.

MOUNT RUSHMORE RESERVATION

The bill (S. 6092) fo transfer certain forest lands to the
State of South Dakota for public-park purposes and creat-
ing the Mount Rushmore Reservation was considered, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Whereas it has been the policy of the United States to set aside
and maintain for public-park p areas of the public
having striking and unusual scenic features and which are more
valuable for park than commercial purposes; and

Whereas the State of South Dakota has set aside and is main-
taining as a public park an area which, in point of scenic beauty,
unusual features, size, and development, compares favorably with
the better class of national parks; and

‘Whereas said park contains 60,000 acres which are owned by said
State and which are exclusively devoted to the use and benefit of
all the people of the United States without discrimination, but
;1;1&:;1 mdsepa.ratad into two areas by intervening national-forest

; an

Whereas the procurement of additional lands is in
order to consolidate and enlarge said park into an ideal park
unit of approximately 100,000 acres, which the State of South
Da‘limta agrees to maintain in perpetulty for public-park purposes;
an

Whereas sald State has expended $300,000 in the construction of
highways through forest lands now attached to said park for
purposes without material contribution from the United States;
and

Whereas division of administration and control is not conducive
to a proper and ideal development of the area as a public play-
ground and recreational region: Therefore

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of enlarging the Custer
State Park of South Dakota, and upon the conditions hereinafter
set out, there be, and is hereby, granted and conveyed to the
State of South Dakota, for park purposes, the publicly owned
forest and other lands described as follows:

In township 2 south, range 4 east, Black Hills meridian: All
of those parts of sections 22 and 27 lying east of the right of
way of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rallroad; the east half
of sectlon 13, the north half of section 35, and all of sections 23,
24, 25, 26, and 36.

In township 2 south, range 5 east, Black Hills meridian: The
south half of sections 2, 38, 4, 5, and 7, all of sections 8 to 27,
inclusive, the east half of section 28, the south half of section 81,
the south half of north half and the south half of section 32, the
northeast quarter of section 33, and all of sections 34, 35, and 36.

In township 2 south, range 6 east, Black Hills meridian: All of
sections 7, 8, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, and 34
and tlm3 south half of section 9 and the west half of sections
27 and 85.

In township 3 south, range 4 east, Black Hills meridian: The
north half of section 1.

In township 3 south, range 5 east, Black Hills meridian: All of
sections 1, 2, 8, 4, 5, 6, 11, 12, 13, 14, 23, 24, 25, and 26 and the
south half of sections 21 and 22 and the north half of north half
of sections 27 and 28.

In township 5 south, range b east, Black Hills meridian: All of
sections 1, 2, 11, 12, 13, 14, 23, and 24 and the north half of
section 25 and the north half of the west half of southwest
quarter of section 286.

That the above grant and conveyance shall be conditioned
upon—

(a) The State of South Dakota maintaining the above-described
lands in perpetuity for public-park purposes as an enlargement of
its present State park, same constituting a consolidated park unit
of approximately 105,000 acres, which shall include sections 17,
18, 19, and 20, township 3 south, range 7 east, Black Hills merid-
fan. This area may be reduced by revision of the boundaries and
the exclusion of both privately owned lands and forest lands, In
substantial accordance with the recommendations of the special
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legislative committee created by chapter 5 of the special session
laws of 1927 of the State of South Dakota: Provided, That such
park unit shall at no time be reduced below 100,000 acres in area.

(b) The said State acquiring at least 90 per cent of the privately
owned land lying within the exterior boundaries of said park unit
inside a period of not exceeding 10 years from the date of the
approval of this act, and said State shall immediately make pro-
vision for acquiring such land in an orderly manner through
appropriate legislative enactment.

Sald grant shall not include any lands upon which the date of
the approval of this act is covered by a bona fide right or claim
under the laws of the United States, unless and until such right
or claim is relinquished or extinguished: Provided, That hereafter
no applications or filing of a mineral or other character within
such park area shall be accepted, allowed, or recognized by the
United States, and the State of South Dakota shall have the right
to acquire by contest, relinquishment, or purchase any mining or
other claim now existing therein.

Sec. 2. That existing contracts entered into by the United
States Forest Service for the cutting of timber upon the lands
described in section 1 shall remain in full force and effect and
shall be carried out and administered by sald service under the
direction of the Secretary of Agriculture.

Timbering as carried on by the United States Forestry Service,
under existing regulations, may be continued by the Department
of Agriculture within the areas above described until such lands
are formally transferred to the State of South Dakota, but no
contract for the cutting of timber shall be made which will per-
mit the removal of timber after the expiration of 10 years from
effective date of this act: Provided, That the scenic beauty along
highways and trails shall be preserved, and no timber adjacent
thereto shall be cut without the consent of the State of South
Dakota.

Sec. 8, That such special-use permits as are in force at the
time of the actual transfer of the above-described lands to the
State of South Dakota, covering cabin sites upon which substan-
tial improvements have been made, shall thereafter occupy the
same status and be subject to the same laws, rules, and regula-
tions as are applicable to similar leaseholds granted by said State.

Sec. 4. The United States reserves all coal, oil, gas, or other
minerals in the lands conveyed under this act with the right, in
case any of the conveyed lands are found by the Secretary of the
Interior to be more valuable for minerals therein than for park
purposes, to provide by speclal legislation for the disposition and
extraction of the coal, oll, gas, or other minerals therein: Pro-
vided, That in passing such legislation due regard shall be had
for the rights of the State of South Dakota in the premises.

Bec. 5. That the area surrounding the Mount Rushmore
National Memorial, described as follows:

In township 2 south, range 5 east, Black Hills meridian: The
southeast quarter of northeast quarter and east half of south-
east quarter of section 12 and the northeast quarter and the east
half of southeast quarter and northwest quarter of southeast
quarter of section 13 and the east half of northeast quarter of
section 24.

In township 2 south, range 6 east, Black Hills mertdian: The
north half of southwest quarter and northwest quarter of southeast
quarter of section 8 and the south half and the southwest quar-
ter of northwest quarter of section 7 and the west half of north-
east quarter and the northwest quarter and the west half of
southwest quarter and the northeast quarter of southwest quar-
ter of section 18 and the southwest quarter of northeast quarter
of northwest quarter and west half of northwest quarter and
northwest quarter of southeast guarter of northwest quarter of
section 19, containing 1,420 acres, more or less, shall hereafter be
known as the Mount Rushmore Reservation. BSuch reservation
shall be maintained in its natural wild state, and the United
States shall not permit any standing timber to be cut or removed
therefrom, and shall continue to protect same against forest fires.

Sec. 6. That the grant and conveyance of the lands described
in section 1 from the United States to the State of South Dakota
shall become effective if and when all of the conditions herein
provided for shall have been performed by the State of South
Dakota to the satisfaction of the President of the United States,
who shall then issue a proclamation declaring that the conditions
precedent herein required have been complied with, whereupon
sald conveyance shall be and become complete, subject to the
conditions provided in this act: Provided, That in the event of
the fallure on the part of the State of South Dakota to maintain
the above-described lands for public-park purposes, the title to
the lands granted by this act shall revert to the United States,
and the Secretary of Agriculture and the Seccretary of the In-
terior are hereby authorized to determine the facts and report to
the President, who may then declare a forfeiture and reversion,
whereupon such lands shall be restored to the United States.

The preamble was agreed to.
TAX EXEMPTION OF PRCPERTY OF DAUGHTERS OF 1812

The bill (S. 6023) to exempt from taxation certain prop-
erty of the National Society United States Daughters of
1812 in the District of Columbia was considered, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the property situated in square No. 210
in the city of Washington, D. C., described as lot 811, occupled
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and used by the National Society United States Daughters o
1812, is hereby exempt from all tagtlon s0 long as the ﬂe is scE
occupled and used, subject to the provisions of section 8 of the
act of March 3, 1877, as amended and supplemented (D. C. Code,
Birr.;epe gr(t)y sec. T12), providing for exemptions of church and school

CLAIMS OF GRAIN ELEVATORS AND GRAIN FIRMS

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 303) to amend Public
Resolution No. 80, Seventieth Congress, second session, re-
la.ti_ng to payment of certain claims of grain elevators and
grain firms, was announced as next in order.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I have discussed this meas-
ure with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. BRoOKHART], who re-
ported the joint resolution, and-I request that it be recom-
mitted to the Committee on Claims.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none and the joint resolution is recommitted to
the Committee on Claims, That completes the calendar.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

On motion of Mr. Reep, the Committee on Military Affairs
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill
(S. 342) for the relief of Charles F. Dalton, and it was
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

REDUCED RATE OF FARE FOR DISTRICT SCHOOL CHILDREN

Mr., THOMAS of Oklahoma submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the joint resolution (8. J.
Res. 105) to authorize the merger of street-railway corpora-
tions operating in the District of Columbia, and for other
purposes, which was referred to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

THE RECLAMATION FUND

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho. Mr. President, from the Com-
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation I ask unanimous con-
sent to report back favorably, with amendments, Senate
bill 6046, to authorize advances to the reclamation fund,
and for other purposes; and then I desire to ask unanimous
consent for its present consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
report will be received. The Senator from Idaho asks unan-
imous consent for the present consideration of the bill,
which will be read for the information of the Senate.

The Chief Clerk read the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con-
sider the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
committee will be stated.

The amendments were, on page 1, line 4, after the words
“ Secretary of the Interior,” to insert “and upon approval
of the President,” and in line 10, after the numerals “ 1902,”
to insert “ and now under way,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is au-
thorized, upon request of the Secretary of the Interior, and upon
approval of the President, to transfer from time to time to the
credit of the reclamation fund created by the act of June 17,
1902 (32 Stat. L. 388), such sum or sums, not exceeding in the
aggregate $5,000,000, as the Secretary of the Interior may deem
necessary for the construction and operation of reclamation proj-
ects authorized under sald act of June 17, 1802, and now under
way, and acts amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto.

8ec. 2. That reilmbursement of the moneys so advanced under
the provisions of this act shall be made by transfer annually of
the sum of $1,000,000 from the reclamation funds to the general
funds in the Treasury, beginning July 1 next succeeding the year
in which reimbursement of the funds advanced to the reclamation
fund under the act of June 25, 1910 (38 Stat. L. 835), as amended,
shall have been completed.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third fime, and passed.

AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT TRAFFIC ACTS

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
recur to Order of Business 1411, Senate bill 5249.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator to
state what the bill is.

The amendments of the
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The PRESIDENT pro sempore, It is a bill to amend the
traffic acts of the District of Columbia, and for other
purposes.

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes; I see that, but I was wondering
what it provided.

Mr. KEAN. The bill provides for regulating traffic in
the District of Columbia, regulating lights, regulating street
cars, and the different traffics in the District.

Mr. JOHNSON. I have no objection to that. I thought
possibly it was a bill regulating individuals.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I objected to that bill; but
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLaiwe] assures me that
the fines have been reduced instead of increased. I am op-
posed to violation of these laws; and for that reason I with-
draw any further objection.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it.

Mr. GEORGE. Is this a House bill?

Mr. KEAN. Yes; this is a House bill, amended.

Mr. GEORGE. If it is a House bill I object, because I
think it ought to have a little more consideration.

Mr. KEEAN. It is amended with the Senate bill.

Mr. GEORGE. It has not passed the House?

Mr. KEAN. It has passed the House.

Mr. GEORGE. I object, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made.

RECESS

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I move that the Senate
take a recess until 12 o’clock noon to-morrow.

The motion was agreed fo; and (at 10 o’clock and 34
minutes p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow,
Wednesday, February 11, 1931, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Ezecutive nominations received by the Senale February 10
(legislative day of January 26), 1931

POSTMASTERS
ALABAMA

L. Rather Day to be postmaster at Decatur, Ala., in place
of W. E. Crawford. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan-
uary 7, 1931.

Kate E. Gilbert to be postmaster at Geiger, Ala., in place
of K. E. Gilbert. Incumbent’s commission expired December
13, 1930.

ARIZONA

Mary A. McGee to be postmaster at Florence, Ariz., in
place of M. A. McGee. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 13, 1930.

Patrick D. Ryan to be postmaster at Fort Huachuca, Ariz.,
in place of P. D. Ryan. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 13, 1930.

ARKANSAS

Thomas S. Reynolds to be postmaster at Bradley, Ark., in
place of T. S. Reynolds. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 24, 1931.

CALIFORNIA

John L. Ross to be postmaster at Beverly Hills, Calif., in
place of J. L. Ross. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb-
ruary 5, 1931.

Mildred E. Millett to be postmaster at Dos Palos, Calif., in
place of M. E. Millett. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 24, 1931.

Carroll V. Crawford to be postmaster at Jacumba, Calif., in
place of G. F. Haeussler, resigned.

Alice E. Tate to be postmaster at Lone Pine, Calif., in
place of A. E, Tate. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb-
ruary 10, 1931.

Caroline H. Hackney to be postmaster at Parlier, Calif., in

place of C. H. Hackney. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 24, 1931.
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William A. Hensel to be postmaster at Soquel, Calif, in
place of W. A. Hensel. Incumbent's commission expires
February 24, 1931,

HAWAIT

Arcenio H. Silva, jr., to be postmaster at Kahului, Hawalii,
in place of A. H. Silva, jr. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 24, 1931.

ILLINOIS

Anna M. Tennysen to be postmaster at Manhattan, Ill., in
place of A. M. Tennysen. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 24, 1931.

Anton J. Berta to be postmaster at South Wilmington, Ill.,
in place of A. J. Berta. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 24, 1931.

INDIANA

William H. Hailway to be postmaster at Hope, Ind., in
place of W. H. Hailway. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 24, 1931.

Edward M. Ray to be postmaster at Scottsburg, Ind., in
place of E. M. Ray. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 13, 1930.

IOWA

Hazel N. Chapman to be postmaster at Bagley, Iowa, in
place of H. N. Chapman. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 16, 1930.

KANSAS

William H. Dittemore to be postmaster at Severance,
Kans., in place of W. H. Dittemore. Incumbent’s commis-
sion expires February 16, 1931.

Franklin 8. Adams to be postmaster at Waterville, Kans.,
in place of F. S. Adams. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 24, 1931. f

KENTUCKY

William S. Jaggers to be postmaster at Hodgenville, Ky.,
in place of L. M. McCubbin, removed.

LOUISIANA

Charles F. A. Brown to be postmaster at Baton Rouge, La.,
in place of 8. Y. Watson, resigned.

MARYLAND

George M. Mowell to be postmaster at Glencoe, Md. Office
became presidential July 1, 1930.

MICHIGAN

Joseph D. Watson to be postmaster at Homer, Mich., in
place of J. D. Watson. Incumbent’s commission expires Feh-
ruary 24, 1931.

MINNESOTA

Charles Olson to be postmaster at Sturgeon Lake, Minn.,
in place of Charles Olson. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 17, 1930.

Christian Scott to be postmaster at Truman, Minn., in
place of T. C. Radde, resigned.

MISSISSIPPI

Mjyrtle Starnes to be postmaster at Brookville, Miss., in
place of G. A. McCuen. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 23, 1930.

MISSOURI

Benonia F. Hardin to be postmaster at Albany, Mo., in
place of B. F. Hardin. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan-
uary 15, 1931.

Walter N. Langford to be postmaster at Appleton City,
Mo., in place of D. D. Scroggs. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired May 14, 1930.

Walter C. Haferkamp to be postmaster at Augusta, Mo.,
in place of W. C. Haferkamp. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired January 22, 1931.

Louis E. Meyer to be postmaster at Bowling Green, Mo.,
in place of L. E. Meyer. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 15, 1931,

Willis M. Wallingford to be postmaster at Carthage, Mo.,
in place of W. M. Wallingford. Incumbent's commission
expires February 24, 1931.
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Prentiss H. Percifull to be postmaster at Cowgill, Mo., in
iplace of P, H. Percifull. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 22, 1931.

James O. Erwin to be postmaster at Mokane, Mo., in place
«of J. O. Erwin. Incumbent’s commission expired January
“28, 1931.

Cyrus R. Truitt to be postmaster at Novinger, Mo., in
place of C. R. Truitt., Incumbent’'s commission expired
January 29, 1931.

Elvin L. Renno to be postmaster at St. Charles, Mo., in
place of E. L. Renno. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan-
uary 15, 1931,

Felix J. Boesche to be postmaster at Unionville, Mo., in
place of F. J, Boesche, Incumbent’s commission expired
January 22, 1931.

NEBRASEA

Julius J. Weidner to be postmaster at Humphrey, Nebr.,
- in place of Thomas Werner, deceased.

NEW YORK

Naomi S. Tompkins to be postmaster at Copiague, N. Y.
, Office became presidential July 1, 1930.

T. Frank Walker to be postmaster at Lockport, N. Y., in
place of F. M. Bredell. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 21, 1929,

NORTH CAROLINA

Isaac F. Snipes to be postmaster at Ahoskie, N. C., in
place of J. O. Carter, resigned.
William R. Stephens to be postmaster at Leaksville, N. C.,
in place of J. B. Fagg. Incumbent’s commission expired
. June 16, 1930.
James W. Smith to be postmaster at Pembroke, N. C., in
_place of F. K. Thagard, resigned.

OHIO

Harley F. Hambel to be postmaster at Glouster, Ohio, in
place of H, F. Hambel., Incumbent’s commission expires
February 24, 1931.

Edward J. Cranmer fo be postmaster at Ostrander, Ohio,
/in place of E. J. Cranmer. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 4, 1931.

OKLAHOMA

John R. Wilson to be postmaster at Crescent, Okla., in

place of R. E. Godfrey, removed.

PENNSYLVANIA

Robert M. Smith to be postmaster at Centre Hall, Pa., in
place of R. M. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan-
uary 13, 1930.

Patrick S. Lomire to be postmaster at Coalport, Pa., in
place of D. A. Strayer, removed.

Robert M. Barton to be postmaster at Duncannon, Pa., in
place of R. M. Barton. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 16, 1930.

Inez B. Rex to be postmaster at Irvona, Pa., in place of
1. B. Rex. Incumbent’s commission expired June 22, 1930.

George D. Claassen to be postmaster at Natrona, Pa., in
place of G. D. Claassen. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 28, 1931,

Newton M. Eppinger to be postmaster at North Bessemer,
Pa. Office became presidential July 1, 1930.

Frank H. McCully to be postmaster at Osceola Mills, Pa.,
in place of F. H. McCully. Incumbent's commission expired
December 22, 1930.

Coleman A. Wingard to be postmaster at Spring Mills, Pa.,
in place of H. M. Allison. Incumbent’s commission expired
April 19, 1930.

SOUTH CAROLINA

Charles C. Withington to be postmaster at Greenville, 8. C.,
in place of H. A. Costner. Incumbent’s commission expired
July 3, 1930.

TEXAS

Clyde H. Risley to be postmaster at Asherton, Tex., in
place of Fay Richardson, resigned.
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John A. Weyand to be postmaster at Carmine, Tex., in
place of J. A. Weyand. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 17, 1931.

McDougal Bybee to be postmaster at Childress, Tex., in
place of McDougal Bybee. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired January 25, 1931.

Frank A. Blankenbeckler to be postmaster at Cisco, Tex.,
in place of J. W. Triplitt, resigned.

Maude Cavender to be postmaster at Encinal, Tex., in
place of Maude Cavender. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 11, 1930.

Sidney O. Hyer to be postmaster at Frost, Tex., in place
rlng SI O. Hyer. Incumbent’s commission expired January 6,

31.

William E. Singleton to be postmaster at Jefferson, Tex.,
in place of W. E. Singleton. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired December 13, 1930.

Oscar O. Ashenhust to be postmaster at Lorena, Tex., in
place of O. O. Ashenhust. Incumbent's commission expired
January 6, 1931.

E. Otho Driskell to be postmaster at Mansfield, Tex., in
place of E. O, Driskell. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 22, 1931.

UTAH

Clifford I. Goff to be postmaster at Midvale, Utah, in
place of C. C. Hansen, removed.

VIRGINIA

Abram K. Sampson to be postmaster at Burkeville, Va., in
place of A. K. Sampson. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 22, 1930.

Matilda W. Campbell to be postmaster at Greenville, Va.
Office became presidential July 1, 1930.

George W. Horfon to be postmaster at Penningfon Gap,
Va,, in place of J. R. Barron. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired February 8, 1928.

WASHINGTON

Frank Givens to be postmaster at Port Orchard, Wash., in
place of Frank Givens. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 10, 1931.

WEST VIRGINIA

John W. Kastle, jr., to be postmaster at Martinsburg, W.
Va., in place of J. W. Kastle, jr. Incumbent’'s commission
expired June 28, 1930.

WISCONSIN

Blanch Lyon to be postmaster at East Ellsworth, Wis.,
in place of Blanch Lyon. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 24, 1931.

James C. Fritzen to be postmaster at Neenah, Wis., in
place of J. C. Fritzen. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 24, 1931.

Wesley C. Hymer to be postmaster at Potosi, Wis., in
place of W. C. Hymer. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 24, 1931,

Blanche Delany to be postmaster at Sinsinawa, Wis., in
place of Blanche Delany. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 24, 1931.

Fred J. Hurless to be postmaster at Viola, Wis., in place
of F. J. Hurless. Incumbent’s commission expires February
24, 1931.

Nathaniel C. Garland to be postmaster at Sturgeon Bay,
Wis., in place of N. C. Garland. Incumbent's commission
expires February 24, 1931.

CONFIRMATION

Ezecutive nomination confirmed by the Senate February
10 (legislative day of January 26), 1931

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE COURT OF APPEALS, DISTRICT OF
CoLUMBIA

D. Lawrence Groner to be an associate justice of the
Court of Appeals, District of Columbia.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 10, 1931

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D,
offered the following prayer:

God be merciful unto us and bless us and cause His face
to shine upon us. In our lives let everything be put aside
that is not essential to more thought, pure friendship, and
deep emotions, Withdraw the veil from the eyes of men,
Father of Mercies, that they may know that Thou hast made
everything beautiful in its time. Do Thou spare our coun-
try from egotism, self-confidence, and exasperated resent-
ment. Deliver our wonderful land from the inconsistencies
and fiery excesses of the misguided agitators. Bring all men
together in the bonds of wise cooperation and in unity of
spirit. Take them, O God, and bind their very souls to Thy
holy altar, where the wickedness of class hatred may be for-
ever crucified. Spread Thy shadow over our entire country
and bring it into that era wherein happiness and content-
ment are all but universal from border to border and from
sea to sea. In the name of Jesus of Nazareth, the friend
of man. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed, with amend-
ments in which the concurrence of the House is requested, a
bill of the House of the following title:

H. R. 16415. An act making appropriations for the Execu-
tive Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards,
commissions, and offices, for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1932, and for other purposes.

PUBLIC BUILDING CONSTRUCTION

Mr., ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to

- take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 16297) to amend

the act entitled “An act to provide for the construction of

certain public buildings and for other purposes,” approved

May 25, 19268, and acts amendatory thereof, with Senate

amendments, and disagree to the Senate amendments and
ask for a conference.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Er-
rrort] asks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's
table the bill H. R. 16297, with Senate amendments, which
the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, I under-
stand from the gentleman that this is entirely agreeable to
the gentleman from Tennessee?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes. He is here now.

Mr. GARNER. Yes; I know the gentleman is here, but I
want the Recorp to show that fact.

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes. I took it up with him this morning.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Indiana? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none, and appoints the following conferees: Messrs.
Errrort, Tavror of Tennessee, and LangaMm,

GEORGE ROGERS CLAREKE SESQUICENTENNIAL COMMISSION

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take
from the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 2643) to amend the
joint resolution establishing the George Rogers Clark Sesqui-
centennial Commission, approved May 23, 1928, with House
amendments, insist upon the House amendments, and agree
to the conference and ask for the appointment of conferees.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Lucel asks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s
table the bill S. 2643, with House amendments, insist on the
House amendments, and agree to a conference. The Clerk
will report the bill.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Massachusetts?
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Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, may I ask
the gentleman from Massachusetts whether this is agreeable
to the Democratic conferee?

Mr. LUCE. The Democratic conferee has shared with the
Republicans in unanimous action upon this entire matter.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none, and appoints the following conferees;
Messrs. Lucg, HooPER, and WARREN.

PROMOTION OF HEALTH AND WELFARE OF MOTHERS—MINORITY
VIEWS

Mr, MERRITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Beck] and
myself may be permitted to file minority views on the bhill
(S. 255) for the promotion of the health and welfare of
mothers and infants, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. MERrITT]?

There was no objection.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, the Members have got
into the habit of going down into the well of the House,
close to the Speaker, to make these requests, and the gen-
eral membership of the House can not hear them. May I
suggest it would be more advantageous to all of us if the
Members of the House, when making requests of the Speaker,
would stand in their places in the body of the Chamber.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from
Alabama is entirely correct and hopes the Members will be
governed accordingly.

REPORT OF SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE COMMUNIST
ACTIVITIES

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of Senate Concurrent Resolution 38,
and if this permission is granted, I shall wish to offer some
amendments.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr.
Fisa] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration
of Senate Concurrent Resolution 38, which the Clerk will
report.

The Clerk read the resolution as follows:

Senate Concurrent Resolution 38

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concur-
ring), That there be printed 33,000 additional copies of House
Report No. 2290, Seventy-first Congress, being a report of the
special committee to investigate communist activities in the
United States, of which not to exceed 25,000 copies shall be
printed for the use of, and as may be directed by, the ial com-
mittee appointed by the House of Representatives; 5,000 copies for
the document room of the House, and 3,000 coples for the docu-
ment room of the Senate.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, how many copies have been printed to date?

Mr, FISH. Ten thousand, I think.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And this resolution would authorize
33,000 more?

Mr. FISH. This resolution would authorize 33,000 more.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman has an amendment
which he expects to offer which will increase that amount?

Mr. FISH. No. The amendment provides that the copies
will not go to the committee, but go direct to the document
room.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is there a demand for 33,0007

Mr. FISH. Yes; and more than that.

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, as the
resolution is framed, it seems to me it is for propaganda pur-
poses and not for the use of the special committee directly
or for the use of the Members of the House. The resolution
reads, “Shall be printed for the use of and as may be
directed by the special committee.”

Mr. FISH. I am going to move at the proper time to
strike out that language. .

Mr. STAFFORD. When the gentleman was here more
than a week ago the gentleman brought this resolution up,
and that evening I gave some consideration to a substitute.
I did not know the gentleman had returned to the city. I
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have that study in my office, and I ask the gentleman to
withdraw his request for the present until I can have access
to my file.

Mr. FISH. Very well. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to withdraw my request for the present.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

DROUGHT RELIEF

Mr. PARKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
I be permitied to extend my remarks in the REecorp by
printing a telegram from the Senate of Arkansas with ref-
erence to drought relief.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Pargs]?

There was no objection.

Mr. PARKS. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my
remarks in the Recorp I include the following telegram from
the Senate of Arkansas with reference to drought relief:

Lirrie Rock, Ark., February 9, 1931.
Hon. TiLMAN B. PARKS,
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C.

Dear Trman: The Senate of Arkansas unanimously voted ab-
solute confidence in the Arkansas delegation in matters now
pending in the United States Congress, and are willing to take
the judgment of our Representatives and Senators, knowing that
no stone will be left unturned by you to get for us all the relief
possible, We think, however, it advisable to accept the com-
promise if by continuing the fight there will be a great proba-
bility that no relief would be obtained.

Respectfully,
(By direction of Senate.)
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT
A message in writing from the President of the United

States was communicated to the House by Mr. Latta, one of
his secretaries.

M. E. SHERLAND, Secretary.

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the further consideration of the hill
(H. R. 16969) making appropriations for the Navy Depart-
ment and the naval service for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1932, and for other purposes. Pending that, I ask unani-
mous consent that the time for general debate be equally
divided between the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Avres]
and myself. Perhaps I should say that there are so many
requests for time that I do not see how we are justified in
asking to limit the fime at this moment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho moves that
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further consider-
ation of House hill 16969. Pending that, he asks unanimous
consent that the time for general debate be equally divided
and controlled by himself and the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. Avres]. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Idaho.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the fur-
ther consideration of the bill H. R. 16969, with Mr. LEHLBACH
in the chair.

The Olerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. SANDLIN].

Mr. SANDLIN., Mr. Chairman, on yesterday a statement
was made on the floor of the House to the effect that Col.
Campbell B. Hodges, the President’s aide, had been sent to
Arkansas either by the President or the Secretary of War
to report on conditions there and that he probably had his
report written before he left the city of Washington.

I want to say that I have been in full sympathy with all
those who have been urging adequate relief for the drought-
stricken sections of this country and I am one who has been
urging that adequate relief measures be passed and I still
think this should be done. In this respect I am in accord
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with the gentleman from Arkansas, who referred to the
report made by the President’s aide, Colonel Hodges, but I
am unable to concur in what he said about this report. I
want to state that I have known Colonel Hodges for 30
years; his home is in the district which I have the honor to
represent, and I have known his family all my life. I know
him to be an honest, upright, fearless citizen and official.
I think it was fortunate indeed that a man who by birth
and rearing is thoroughly acquainted with conditions in
that section of the country and in sympathy with any move-
ment to relieve the conditions which now exist there, was
selected to make this investigation and report back to the
President. I am sure his report will greatly contribute to
a correct administration of the law and the regulations
which are made fo carry out any measures enacted by Con-
gress to relieve the drought-stricken sections.

Mr. PARKS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SANDLIN. Yes; I will be glad to yield.

Mr. PARKS. Mr, Chairman, I want to say that I did say
what my distinguished friend attributes to me. It was said,
I might say, thoughtlessly and it ought not to have been
said. I regret that I did say it; I had no intention at that
time of reflecting on this gentleman, and I hope the gentle-
man from Louisiana will accept this statement, because I
know what he says is the absolute truth. I regret I said
it. [Applause.]

Mr. SANDLIN. I gladly accept the gentleman’s state-
ment.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. O’Connor]. [Applause.]

Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, we noticed
in yesterday's press that cerfain gentlemen representing the
communists in various parts of the country were to assemble
in the Capital to-day and that they were to appear in the
House and the Senate and present their petition; and if per-
mission was refused to do this they were going ahead and do
it anyway. Any citizen group or class has the right to peti-
tion his Government for redress of grievances, but he should
do so in the customary, legal, and orderly manner. Such a
way is open to the communist committee, but that method
would not give them the thing they want, which is above all
else publicity. The last thing in the world they would want
to happen would be to have the Speaker invite them to lunch
with him and explain to them the rules of the House and the
manner in which their petition should be presented, and that
they would be treated in this respect no better or no worse
than any other group of citizens. Such a method would not
be grandstandy enough and give the publicity and further
urge for membership. The communists are like many other
organizations; they would be terribly disappointed if their
object could be immediately accomplished, because if that
were done they would find themselves out of a job. With-
out a further program there would be no need for organiza-
tion, which always carries with it dues and paid officers and
employees.

To my mind the challenge of communism to our present
form of Government and the right to private property in
the last analysis simmers down to this: Which system will
prove in the long run to afford the better for the support,
development, and survival of civilization.

In my opinion, capifalism can not successfully compete
with communism, or, in other words, no private industry
that must pay high wages which will maintain a decent
standard of living (without which a liberty-loving people can
not keep their self-respect or long maintain their freedom)
can compete for business with a nation which has taken
over all the resources and property of the country and has
put everybody in servitude, whether voluntary or involuntary,
and has fixed what they shall do and what they are to
receive therefor.

With depression and unemployment existing largely
throughout the world we see newspaper dispatches (which,
of course, may not be true) to the effect that the man power
of Russia is all employed and now they are drawing upon
the women of the land and placing them in active fields
of labor. )
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Although we have not recognized the Russian Government
(if any there be) we have given them aid and comfort.
We are making investments of private capital, we are fur-
nishing them our modern machinery of production, and
are furnishing them our engineers. With our modern ma-
chinery, with our intelligent leadership to develop mass pro-
duction, and with their tremendous labor power mobolized
by the state and at an insignificant cost, private enterprise
in no country in the world can meetf their price or competi-
tion when their 5-year program is perfected.

This House is shortly going to be asked to pass legisla-
tion placing a partial temporary embargo on the importa-
tion of crude oil. Russia has immense oil resources. They
are just beginning to develop them, and it will not be long
until their oil can be dumped on our shores and their oil
and refined products will take away from us our foreign
markets. We must protect the markets of this country
for our own people.

Whether our system or the soviet system wins out in the
long run will depend not nearly so much on what is done
by the national lawmakers of the Capitol as it will depend
upon the vision, the statesmanship, the ability to think in
terms of social good and permanent welfare of society, and
not merely in terms of dividends on the part of those who
are charged with the industrial leadership of this Nation
and who make its program and mold its policy.

“ Where there is no vision the people perish.” Our future
and the future of our institutions depend for their survival
and existence on the high plane of thought of the people
of this country when dealing with our governmental, social,
and economic problems.

Our problems will never be solved and evils will never
be remedied by looking in the wrong places for the cause,
or looking in other wrong places for the cure. To me if is
folly to look to the Government at Washington as a sort
of a shrine where all human ills can be cured.

I have in my hand a letter from one of my constituents
which may or may not have been written in a facetious
spirit, but I am going to read it fo you, as it paints a pic-
ture of the condition in which millions of the people find
themselves, as well as the philosophy that they think it is
the Government’s business to pull them out. The people
in the condition described in this letter are not those in
serious want, those for whom we have been appropriating
money to help—and no one would go further and feel more
sympathy than I to relieve poverty and suffering.

The people who find themselves in the situation described
in this letter are not yet in the bread line, but the persual
of such a course to its extreme makes them candidates for
that position. It shows in short how easy it is to keep one’s
self poor trying to make everyone else believe we are rich—
the habit of putting everything in the window and having
nothing left on the shelf when the test of a sane, well-
balanced life and society is to be able to cut one’s clothes
from the cloth he has, and the artistry comes in making
them fif.

I will ask you now to listen to the reading of these words.
I learned to talk before I learned to read, so I do not read
as well as I speak. [Laughter.]

Tursa, Ox1A., February 6, 1931.
Mr. CaArLES O'CONNOR.

Dear Mzr. O'CoNnNor: Ye gods! We've got bills from the butcher,
grocer, baker, plumber, barber, clothier, realtor, hairdresser,
printer, cleaner, tallor, gunsmith, florist, dentist, optometrist,
druggist, locksmith, physician, obstetrician, chiropractor, osteo-
path, the veterinarian, the hospital, the garbage collector, loan
company, laundry, light company, gas company, water company,

milkman, iceman, telephone company, telegraph company, build-
ing and loan association, and our collection, defense, and divorce
attorneys. :

Payments are due on our radio, frigidaire, washing machine,
goldfish, and automobile, including tires, repairs, gas and oil,
greasing, washing, top dressing, wrecks, parking space, batteries,
and fenders since the wife learned to drive; and we owe our maid,
stenographer, chauffeur, butler, and porter. There's rent on our
house, office, and garage, and we've got huckster, automobile,
marriage, driver, and dog licenses to buy.

Our dues are past due in the American Legion, Better Business
Bureau, Boy Bcouts, chamber of commerce, church, community
fund, Hod Carrier's Union, credit men, purchasing agents, country
club, public health association, Salvation Army, retall merchants
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Young Men's Christian Association, Young Women's Christian
Association, yeoman, Elks, Enights of Columbus, Knights of Pithias,
Masons, Modern Woodmen, Odd Fellows, Veterans of Foreign Wars,
and Jewish rellef, and we owe the insurance man for life, fire,
tornado, compensation, title, accident, plate glass, educational,
hail, unemployment, public liability, property damage, business,
theft, collision, explosion, forgery, furs, golfer’s liability, livestock,
rain, disability, group, jewelry, and riot policies.

We've got cigarettes, tobacco, magazines, theaters, bridge and
poker parties to pay for, baby shoes, booze, gloves, hose, corsets,
diapers, dresses, and doodads to buy, and if there's any left there's
the tax collector waiting for his general, special, paving, personal,
amusement, income, ad valorem, property, gascline, township,
school, poll, dog, and sewer taxes.

We can't die because the undertaker’s charges are too much, and
we ask you, How the hell can we keep on livin’ if you don't loosen
up and do something for us?

Expectantly.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Okla~-
homa has expired.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman one
more minute.

Mr. O’CONNOR of Oklahoma. What I am going to say
in this one minute is what caused me to get up here this
morning.

I opposed the appointment of the Fish investigating com-
mittee because I said its chief result would be to give wide
publicity to the communist movement and that hundreds
would hear and know of the teaching of communism where
one knew of it before. I believe I spoke as a prophet.

Shortly after the break of day this morning the moving-
picture men and the camera men were surrounding the
Capitol with their picture machines, gathered here on Gov-
ernment ground. In my opinion, they have no business
there and whoever is charged with the use of these grounds
should see to it that they were not there except when given
permission. [Applause.]

Why are they there? They are hoping that something
will happen. Their presence may help something to happen,
because no matter how orderly the crowd assembles, some of
these agitators or some one in the crowd for that purpose
would make it their business to do something so that some
policeman would grab them or club them, and then we have
action. Then the hero is in the pictures and the movies and
pictures are in the paper and on the screen and a big hulla-
baloo going out all over the country and the world that we
are having riots at the National Capitol.

I tell you, gentlemen, we ought to use our heads and not
play into the hands of these seekers of cheap publicity, and
if our industrial system and our Government falls it will
not be because of any lack of good intentions on our part
but because of our stupidity, as shown by our playing into
the hands of these agitators and giving them the very
thing which they seek—world-wide, free, sensational pub-
licity—publicity which they do not deserve and should not
have.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NorLan].

MINNEAPOLIS SYMPHONY ORCHESTRA

Mr. NOLAN. Mr, Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the
committee, it is my honor to represent in this body the
city of Minneapolis, one of the most attractive cities in the
United States. I think this statement will be borne out
by the gentlemen who have had the privilege of visiting

We are proud of many things that our city has done, but
there is no institution in the city of Minneapolis in which
the people of that city and State take greater pride than
in the Minneapolis Symphony Orchestra, one of the finest
musical organizations of its kind to be found anywhere.
[Applause.]

The Minneapolis Symphony Orchestra has been making a
tour of the United States, and has visited our neighbors at
the North and aft the South. It carries the name of our
city. The people of Minneapolis maintain this organization,
and it is going to appear here in the city of Washington on
Thursday afternoon, Lincoln’s Birthday, at the National
Theater, at 4.30. I commend this organization to those of
you who desire to hear the highest type of musical composi-
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tion played by one of the greatest organizations of its kind
in this country. [Applause.]

Mr, FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, so many items in the bill
that the Committee on Appropriations is bringing to the
attention of the House to-day will be considered under the
five-minute rule that I shall omit reference to a great many
of the subjects that are of interest and which will receive
attention when the bill is read under the 5-minute rule.

There is wide-spread interest on the part of our citizens
in the Naval Establishment of the United States, and
there is wide-spread interest on the part of Members of
the House of Representatives in this arm of our defense and
in the bill which we bring to you for its support. The meas-
ure that we are presenting to you this morning carries a
total of $344,342,952 for the fiscal year 1932, as against $380,-
653,643 for the current fiscal year, omitting $2,000,000 of
indirect moneys which will be drawn from the supply ac-
count fund during the fiscal year.

. The present bill is $36,310,691 under the amount appro-
priated for the current year, and $3,451,000 under the Budget
estimate for 1932.

Perhaps at this point I should say that most of the reduc-
tion the committee made in the Budget estimates is on
account of certain items that have been included in the
first deficiency appropriation bill and on account of re-
ductions in the cost of materials and supplies for the Navy.
The other items where lesser sums are proposed do not
amount to a great deal other than about $400,000 on account
of the Virgin Islands, the government of which hereafter
will be under the jurisdiction of the Interior Department.

THE NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT

When we think of the Naval Establishment we naturally
think of a great investment that the Government has made.

You can not think of the investment we have in all the
factors that make up the Naval Establishment without real-
jzing that its annual up-keep necessarily must draw heavily
upon the National Budget.

The investment, for instance, in ships of the Navy to-day
is approximately $1,450,000,000. The investment in the shore
establishment of the Navy to-day is something like $645,-
000,000. Naturally, then, when you have a total investment
aggregating upward of $2,000,000,000, money must be ap-
propriated in a degree that is rather liberal to maintain the
different factors that enter into the maintenance and opera-
tion of an establishment of such large proportions.

Let me briefly indicate to you these expenditures arising
under the different bureaus that have charge of the work.

In the first place, think of the establishment itself. The
average life of a ship of the Navy is supposed to be 20 years—
sometimes longer and sometimes not so long. If you could
think of 20 years as the average life of a ship, then for the
purpose of keeping the investment of $1,450,000,000 in ships
intact, you would need for that purpose a little more than
$70,000,000 per annum.

Then, again, the shore establishment is $650,000,000 in
round figures. To keep the shore establishment in good
shape and in condition to perform the work the yards
and plants are designed to perform requires millions of
dollars.

It is these two things in the Navy, the ships afloat and
the shore establishment, that occasion the maintenance and
operating expenses that are administered by the different
bureaus of the Navy Department, and for which we propose
to appropriate for the Bureau of Engineering something like
$19,000,000; for the Bureau of Construction and Repairs,
nearly $18,500,000; for the Bureau of Yards and Docks, about
$9,000,000; and for the Bureau of Ordnance, something like
$13,000,000.

All of these appropriations, you might say, are for cur-
rent upkeep and maintenance, not taking into account re-
placement items, which, of course, occur and constitute a
considerable annual expense. There are other items. You
must have officers and men. You have at the present time
an annual budget for this purpose of approximately $154,-
000,000 for pay, subsistence, and transportation. In addi-

FEBRUARY 10

tion to that, you have a great Aviation Bureau, an activity
that has come into being almost within the last 15 years,
so far as effective work may be concerned. That activity
is drawing at this time from the Budget something more
than $31,000,000 annually. You have the Marine Corps,
another institution that is as old as our Government itself,
which costs our Government annually about $25,000,000.
In addition to these huge expenditures there are other
lesser amounts and I say lesser amounts only in a com-
parative way. I refer to the Bureau of Medicine and Sur-
gery; to the institution at Annapolis; I refer to the experi-
mental laboratory; I refer to the overhead of the bureaus
and of the Navy Department itself. Here again we find
several million dollars. The sum total of all that I have
indicated goes to make up the three hundred and seventy and
odd million dollars representing the naval budget, to be
met by the people of our country every year.

Let us refer to a few of the larger items in the bill. In
the first place, there has been some impression that the
Committee on Appropriations has reduced the Naval Estab-
lishment in two ways: First, by bringing in a bill that would
not permit as many ships to be in the establishment in 1932
as were in the establishment in 1931. That statement is
not accurate. In other words, there have been reductions
made, but not by the committee. The department has made
the reductions and will continue to make them in effecting
a readjustment of the operating-force program. There will
be in commission during 1932 approximately 276 ships, as
against 321 ships which were in commission at the beginning
of the present fiscal year. Why have these reductions been
made? They have been made in part as a result of the
reorganization of the Navy and in part because of the pos-
sible reductions brought about by reason of the treaty that
was signed in London and promulgated by the President of
the United States on January 1, 1931. I do not need to
recall all of the features of that treaty; I shall go into that
to some extent a little later; but af this moment I merely
wish to set at rest the rumor that we in some way have
brought in a bill that will make it impossible for the Navy
Department to maintain the ships in commission that it is
thought ought to be maintained. As a matter of fact, we
have provided for the ships that are estimated necessary
for the Naval Establishment for 1932.

Then, again, the report has gone out that somehow or
other we are reducing the officer and enlisted personnel.
As to those two statements let me say again that there is
an inaccuracy. We have taken some steps, which I shall
discuss a little later on, that have to do with the officer per-
sonnel, not by way of reducing it but by way of avoiding
expansion. You do not at this time have authorization for
expansion, and we haye indicated our opposition to expan-
sion and have provided what we think will be a helpful way
by which expansion may be avoided.

When it comes to the enlisted personnel, there has been
a reduction in the estimates from 84,500 provided for in the
current year to 79,700 in the estimates for 1932. This again
has been brought about by means of reductions or with-
drawals of certain ships from the Naval Establishment,
chiefly on account of the reorganization made possible as a
result of the London conference.

RESULTS OF THE LONDON NAVAL TREATY

The results of the London naval conference can be sum-
marized as, first, definite limitation in all categories of ships
of the three powers, including limitation in aircraft-carrier
tonnage of units of less than 10,000-ton displacement; sec-
ond, extension of replacement dates of capital ships; third,
retirement of three capital ships for the United States and
five for Great Britain; and, finally, definite provision that
omission upon the part of a nation to build within a fime
provided within which construction could be had shall not
be regarded as forfeiting the amount of tonnage postponed
by such nation.

Just what money savings may accrue to the several powers
or to the United States as a result of the conference involves
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the fundamental question of whether or not the highest
interests of our country and the world may be served by pur-
suing a moderate program within the limits laid down or by
building up to the limit of authorization in all categories.
At this point I desire to place in the Recorp a table thab
will show the tonnage of the three great powers—the United
States, Great Britain, and Japan—at the time the confer-
ence convened and as it will be authorized under the
agreement:
Tonnage built, building, appropriated for, or fized by Washington

conference as of Jtmum'y 15, 1930, conirasted with tonnage under
London conference agreement
mmhrlmwymlmmdnmshmtmnmﬂedhiomuoﬂwvﬂ Intelligence,

except authorization for aircralt carriers, which is Washington treaty;
data for London conference is from statement of President Hoover of April 11, 1‘500.

and from apparently authentic press dis
United Btates Great Britain Japan
London London London
Tonnage,| confer- |Tonnage,| confer- (Tonnage,| confer-
Jan. 15, ence Jan. 15, ence Jan. 15, ence
1930 agroe- 1930 agroe- Agree-
ment ment ment
Toms Tons
Battleships__ ... .. 202, 1264, 900
Aireraft earriers.. ... ‘g1, ﬁ £1, 000
Crobsers ... F o T
Sinchguns.. ... ..loceeo .| 8%180,000]......-|*¥150,000|..........]| 7108, 450
6-inch guns........ mesasmuas] 1435000 ... .| %189, 0000 .....] 100, 430
Destroyers.—- ... 120,375 105, 500
Bubmarines........__ 78,407) 52,700
13 788,087} 713,000
1 About,

ch tons, 'hn]]t aml bu.ﬂdh:lg
‘11 and building.
R é-o:oz:s, hnilt end building.

'15 mﬂm
:¥h'.:;£w&ﬂgummr0nited States and G Britain are in le.
and Great are interchangeab

¥ Includes 61 destrovers (63,901 tons) listed for disposal.

W Eclusive of 47,598 tons of craft In service but over effective age. Exclusive of
86,915 tons of craft "listed for disposal.
1 Eelusive of 1,605 tons of craft in service but over effective age.
1 Eclusive of 09 160 tons of craft in service but over effective age.

CERTAIN DIRECT SAVINGS

From an examination of the table it will appear that as a
result of the London conference certain tonnage increases
are made possible and certain reductions in tonnage re-
quired. Let us consider both factors.

Direct money savings may be made as a result of the
action of the conference. In the first place, as to battleships,
the elimination of three battleships from the fleet of the
United States is, in itself, no negligible item, and should
result in a saving, in maintenance and operation costs alone,
for each ship amounting to more than $2,000,000 for each
year they otherwise would have remained in service.

Again the measure provides for the extension of all bat-
tleship replacement dates until 1936. Within that time,
were the United States to replace ships that she could re-
place under the Washington treaty, she would replace five
completely; and five more would be in process of replace-
ment, all of which, upon the basis of $37,500,000 per ship,
would make a total of $281,250,000, which would be needed
between now and 1936. No one can state to-day that that
is an absolute saving. It is a postponement. But by 1936
it may well be that as a result of the conference which will
meet the year before, or in 1935, battleships will be entirely
eliminated or their numbers reduced to such an extent that
the entire amount of $281,250,000 now postponed may be
saved to the Treasury of the United States, and with corre-
sponding saving fo other countries. Other direct savings
will be made through the scrapping of certain destroyer and
submarine tonnage.

WHAT WOULD WE NEED TO DO IN NEW CONSTRUCTION WORK AND
MAINTENANCE OF ESTABLISHMENT UNDERE THE TREATY

The question that is asked over and over is, What will be
the effect of the London treaty upon the pending programs
and the maintenance of naval establishments?

At once the proponents of ever-increasing navies who have
been antagonistic to any limitation of armaments, who have
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urged in season and out of season that the United States
should determine the size of its own Naval Establishment, re-
gardless of other powers, are now urging that under the
terms of the London treaty it would be the duty of the
United States and of every other nation party to the treaty
to carry forward construction programs up to the entire
limit of authorization in the several categories. Some very
earnest people take this point of view, but, on the other
hand, it is the position of all those who consciously or un-
consciously have personal interests to serve.

In view of the tremendous interest in this phase of the
question, I shall address myself to it specifically.

The outstanding feature of the London naval agreement
is the limit that has been fixed upon tonnage of the several
types. Friends of limitation regret that it was not possible
for lower limits to have been attained. The fact, however,
that limits were attained that' on the whole fix possible
tonnage at a figure below the present tonnage of nations is
cause for gratitude. The fixation of construction within
categories will remove competition in the vicious sense that
has prevailed during past years.

But what is meant by limitation? Does it mean building
up to the limit in all categories? Does it mean that there
is imposed upon nations an obligation fo maintain at all
times and regardless of circumstances what some are pleased
to call “ treaty navies "'?

It has been my constant thought and my earnest conten-
tion that every nation party to the agreement assumed an
obligation not to build beyond the limitations imposed as
to tonnage or in advance of the time within which certain
craft might be laid down, but that no obligation, direct or
by implication, was imposed upon any nation fo build other
than according to a course that would have regard for its
own national needs.

What, then, shall we say as to policy?

Cardinal in the reasons for justification of navies is na-
tional and world-wide security. Limitations themselves
for tonnage go far toward solving the problem of security.
Assurance through these limitations is given that rival
nations will not build craft of a certain type or of all types
in excess of defined tonnage. It thus becomes the privilege,
the opportunity, if you please, of nations to take this factor
into account in formulating their naval programs.

If this be frue, it follows that nations may have regard
for elements that in the past under competitive building
had to be ignored:

First. Financial burdens and national budgets.

Second. The problem of an even load in navy yards.

Third. The effect new building or replacement will have
upon craft of the several types in comparison with the craft
that other nations will have when the limitation conference
of 1935 or other earlier conference may be held.

Fourth. The actual need from the standpoint of defense
modified as will be this need by moderation of other nations.

FINANCIAL BURDENS AND NATIONAL BUDGETS

From the standpoint of burdens that are reflected
through taxation that rest upon the peoples of the great
world powers, it must be remembered that last year the
organized military powers of the world, including reserves
of the several powers aggregated nearly 30,000,000 men.
This burden calls for stupendous money costs. It must be
remembered that during that same period the naval budg-
ets of the United States, Great Britain, Japan, France,
and Italy were close on to $1,000,000,000. It must be re-
membered that the naval burden alone for the United
States was more than $374,000,000. It can not be disputed
that 72 per cent of the annual expenditures of the United
States is on account of past wars or the maintenance of
Military and Naval Establishments. More than that, these
burdens are mounting.

I shall pass over expenses incurred in military establish-
ments other than the Navy, but as to the Navy I desire to
direct the attention of the House to the tremendous expanse
of naval burdens upon the world’'s great powers as they have
gone forward during the last 25 years.
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Naval appropriations of leading world powers
Fiscal year
Increase ()
or de-
1904 1920 crease (=)

TUnited States $109, 196, 123 | $374, 608,054 |-1-3265, 411,931
Great Britain 173, 548,058 | 278, 478,000 | 4104, 929, 042
T R e e S 17,553, 270 | 131,222,722 | 4-113, 660, 443
France... 59,740,222 | 99,568,000 | -+39,827,778
Ttaly__.. 23,522,400 | 63, 622, 052 100,
Germany. 50,544,000 | 47,764,019 | —2,779,881
Russia 60,018,805 | 42,320,280 | —17,689, 608

Mr. Chairman, with due regard for the obligation that
legislative bodies owe to their constituencies, with due re-
gard for the sacrifice that must be made by the millions of
people in all countries not only of comforts of life, but in
some instances bare necessities, regard must be had for
ways that will mean reduction of burdens of government.

It is possible to give a fair outline of what the London
treaty will cost the United States in money, provided we
insist upon building up to the limitations within the treaty
and construe the limitations as an obligation to build.

Turning to battleships, it would mean that the three that
are to be decommissioned would be kept in full commission
to the last day possible under the terms of the treaty—
one year in the case of two ships and 18 months in the
case of the other,

It would mean an urge to permit reckless expenditure
under the guise of modernization upon any or all of the
remaining battleships.

It would mean an obligation to construct 69,000 tons of
aircraft carriers.

It would mean an obligation not only to construct all the
8-inch gun cruisers that the treaty permits, but in addition
75,000 tons of the 6-inch gun cruisers over and above what
we have to-day.

In the matter of destroyers, it would be possible to replace
150,000 tons and between 20,000 and 25,000 tons of sub-
marines.

More than that, it would be possible, and, of course, those
who are urging the ever-expanding program would insist
that it is necessary, to provide one-fourth of our 6-inch gun
cruisers with landing decks for aircraft. By implication
we would need to add possibly 2,000 airplanes to our air-
craft program in order to supply the airplanes that would
be necessary for aircraft carriers and the aviation comple-
ments possessed by other types.

Rough estimates of what this building program would
cost run from $750,000,000 to $1,000,000,000 between now
and 1936. That period of time is little less than six years.
It would mean an annual naval construction program of
$125,000,000 to $150,000,000 for the United States for fighting
types of craft.

From the standpoint of national finances, I submit, there
can be no justification for any such expenditure of money,
an expenditure that would treble the appropriations that
we have made for new construction work on an average for
each of the last 10 years.

Do gentlemen hail the London conference as a success
who see only that it means multiplying in this enormous
fashion the cost of naval armaments? It would be a per-
version of the magnificent work of President Hoover and
Prime Minister MacDonald and the able delegates to the
London conference to transform a limitation agreement into
a mandate for expansion programs.

But, Mr. Chairman, that is not all that would be involved.
Fighting craft mean auxiliary craft. Fighting craff mean
expansion in navy yards. Fighting craft mean personnel,
both officer and enlisted personnel. The expansion of the
Navy of the United States to the limits that would be pos-
sible were that to be the interpretation of the London treaty
would mean the increase of burden of naval appropriations
from an average of about $350,000,000 annually, as it has
been during the last eight years, to an annual cost of between
$500,000,000 and $600,000,000.
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Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. If the gentleman will be brief. I do not
wish to yield until I have made a complete statement.

Mr. BRITTEN. Does the gentleman intend in his gen-
eral time to deal further with the officer question?

Mr. FRENCH, Yes.

M;'. BRITTEN. The question of the commissioned offi-
cers

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. And will the gentleman sug-
gest the nature of the reorganization that has resulted in
this reduction of the personnel?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. And further what he had ref-
erence to about the expansion of the Navy?

Mr. FRENCH. Let me say this generally: If I can pro-
ceed without interruption for a while I shall reach these
different points. All of the questions that the gentlemen
have just asked me are in my line of thought, and if the
gentlemen will be patient I shall reach them in an orderly
way.

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. I shall try to be patient, but
does not the gentleman think that in view of the fact that
this bill was reported to the House only yesterday and that
the hearings were available only on Saturday last, and that
not a member from the committee has yet addressed the
House upon the subject, he should be generous in answer-
ing questions and in the debate?

Mr. FRENCH. Surely; and that is what I am trying to
do now. We shall make much betfer progress if I may make
a general statement, and then I shall be glad to yield. Turn-
ing immediately to the question that was raised by the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr, HuLrrl, as to the reorganizations
that permitted the withdrawal of certain ships, I shall go
just a little bit further into the question. Our hearings
and the report indicate the withdrawals that have been or
will be made. In the first place, we are withdrawing four
of the battleships of the Naval Establishment. One of them,
the Utah, will be worked over into a target ship—not to be
shot at, but for the purpose of utilization for many years
in connection with target practice. Another one, the Wyom-
ing, will be worked over into a training ship for the use of
the midshipmen at the Naval Academy and such other train-
ing missions as the department may see fit to assign. The
Arkansas also will be used as a training ship, and the
Florida will be disposed of. Each of these ships means a
complement of officers of something like 60 or 65. It means
a complement of men of something like 1,100 or 1,150, and
it will be seen that right there you will have released either
wholly or partly a rather large number of officers and men,
who will be available for other billets.

Mr. HALE, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. I yield.

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman state right there what
will happen to the Florida?

Mr. FRENCH. It will be scrapped, as provided for by
the treaty.

Mr., HALE. As I read the report, there are four ships
to be scrapped—the Florida, the Arkansas, the Utah, and
the Wyoming.

Mr. FRENCH. No. The Arkansas will not be scrapped
under the treaty, but will be used as a training ship and carry
a reduced complement. We have 18 battleships, and under
the London treaty we are to have 15, exclusive of the two
we may retain, one as a target ship and the other as a
training ship, but each demilitarized.

England has withdrawn five battleships, so she will be
reduced to 15, the same as the United States.

It will be recalled in this connection that in view of the
age of some of the British ships, England was permitted, as
a result of the Washington conference, to have a couple more
ships than the United States, because of the inferiority of
some of the ships which England was permitted to retain in
commission.

Then we drop down fo the destroyers. Up to this year we
have had 100 to 105 destroyers in commission. This coming
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year we shall have only 86, plus 4 light mine layers, which
are of the destroyer class.

Then we come to submarines. Submarines will be reduced
from 76 to 55 in commission.

Gentlemen, these represent the main changes that involve
ships and make possible the release of the men to whom I
have referred. Probably it will be recognized at once that I
have indicated ships, the release of which will free a larger
number of enlisted men than indicated by the figures 84,500
appropriated for in the current year and 79,700 provided
for in the bill we are now presenting to you. The fact of the
matter is the Navy Department has felt that those ships
could spare somewhat more men than that, but the demands
for men within the establishment in other directions to
maintain work in efficient shape require somewhat larger
allotments, notably in aviation, where we have been expand-
ing and have now a total of 11,740 men, as I recall.

I have indicated there will be certain withdrawals as a
result of the London treaty.

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. I yield.

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman state what the other
countries will save along that line?

Mr. FRENCH. The savings of the other countries will be
in proportion to the savings of the United States.

Mr. ALLGOOD. The savings will run into millions of
dollars?

Mr. FRENCH. It will run into hundreds of millions of
dollars.

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman yield? Does the gentle-
man wish to be interrupted at this point on battleships?

Mr. FRENCH. Let me proceed, and I shall be glad to
yield a little later on.

PRACTICE UNDEE WASHINGTON TREATY

Immediately following the Washington conference the
question of the obligation of the United States under the
terms of the treaty resulting therefrom became a subject of
earnest debate. If will be recalled that that treaty fixed a
limitation upon capital-ship and aircraft-carrier tonnage.
It will be recalled that, as to the former, replacement dates
were prescribed touching various battleships prior to which
replacement might not occur, these dates varying with the
different countries and having regard for the age of ships
to be replaced. ;

The proponents of ever-increasing naval establishments
urged at once that unless nations built up to the authoriza-
tions and at the time of the replacement dates they would
lose the right to build. From that date until now they have
been urging that the limitations recited in the treaty of
Washington imposed obligations of construction as well as
obligations not to construct prior to fixed dates.

Consider for a moment what has been the attitude of
nations upon this subject.

As for battleships, only two nations have reached the time
when replacement could be had in tonnage other than the
replacement that was in process or immediately to be under-
taken upon the conclusion of the Washington treaty. Great
Britain was given the privilege of completing certain craft
and withdrawing five of her older battleships and cruisers
that she had at the time of the Washington treaty. This
she did. The United States was given the privilege of com-
pleting two battleships which were under construction and
withdrawing four of the older ones that she possessed in
1922 and which were to continue as part of her fleet until
the new ones had been added. A like adjustment was made
for Japan.

The dates for the large replacement programs, however,
for all nations were ahead.

The United States, Great Britain, and Japan, in the ab-
sence of the London conference, were not to reach their
replacement dates until 1931, In that year Great Britain
was to have been privileged to lay down 2 battleships, the
United States 2, and Japan 1.

There were two other nations parties to the treaty—France
and Italy. Replacement dates for each of these nations oc-
curred for two battleships in 1927 and 1929, respectively—
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the battleships that could have been replaced in those years
for each nation having an aggregate tonnage of 70,000 tons.
Yet neither France nor Italy interpreted the treaty to mean
that an obligation was imposed to build and neither nation
laid down the craft permitted.

But it is urged by those who insist upon building up to
treaty limitations that other nations that are parties to the
treaty are interested, and not alone the nation that does not
desire to build upon a given time.

I then submit in answer that Great Britain, the United
States, or Japan did not protest to either France or Ifaly
that those nations were violating the Washington treaty
through failure to build in 1927 and 1929.

If they are correct who contend that France and Italy
were obligated to build, it follows that the other parties to
the treaty—the United States, Great Britain, and Japan—
were guilly themselves of negligence in failure to remind
France and Italy of their solemn covenants to replace their
battleships when they saw that these nations were neglecting
so to do. No such protests were made. I submit there was
no such obligation.

At the London conference, however, both France and Italy
assumed that they had not lost their right to lay down the
craft that could have been laid down in 1927 and 1929, and
their position was frankly and freely -conceded by the con-
ference.

Now, turn to aircraft carriers.

The five powers who were parties to the Washington agree-
ment were allocated tonnage as follows:

Tons
United States 135, 000
Great Britain 135, 000
Japan._ ~ 81, 000
France and Italy, each. oo 60, 000

But at the time of the London conference, what had na-
tions done? - Eight years had passed since the Washington
conference was concluded, and yet during that time the
United States had completed but two carriers, the Lezington
and the Saraioga, with a tonnage of 66,000 and had barely
begun a third of 13,800 tons. Great Britain was far short
of her allocated tonnage, and much of the fonnage that she
had was so obsolete that she could be justified in replacing
it. This was likewise true of Japan. France had little more
than one-third of her aircraft tonnage and Italy had none
at all.

OFFICER PERSONNEL

A little while ago I was asked to refer to officer personnel.
You will recall that during the last few weeks a great deal
has been said by naval officers in the matter of increasing
the number of officers of the Navy. The officer personnel at
present is fixed by law at 4 per cent of the authorized en-
listed strength of the Naval Establishment, or to-day 5,499
officers of the line, plus other officers of the different corps,
the staff officers, numbering 2,000, or 3,000 more.

The naval officers are urging that we pass a measure pro-
viding that we add 2,100 officers of the line., Of course, that
would mean that we would need to add other staff officers in
order that the Naval Establishment would be correctly bal-
anced. Of course, we should do no such thing as that, and
why? The first reason is because the expansion of our
Naval Establishment will mean the expansion of the naval
establishments of Great Britain, of Japan, of France, and
of Italy, and the very thing we had hoped to attain by rea-
son of the London conference will have been crushed as you
would crush the shell of an egg. You will not attain what
you had hoped to attain in the way of a limitation of the
military burdens that rest upon the peoples of the nations.

I said upon this floor last spring that what we do here
finds its echo in other counfries. Members of the Con-
gress, that statement was borne out by the action taken by
and the discussions in the different countries that are
parties to the treaty. Turn to Japan. The program that
was urged by the big-navy group of Japan, after that coun-
try had approved the treaty, for the expansion of her naval
establishment was represented in the proposed expenditure
of 450,000,000 yen. Then when it was studied by the Depart-
ment of Finance of Japan it was cut in two and a compromise
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finally effected, namely, 370,000,000 yen, to be expended in
a progressive program during the next several years;
20,000,000 yen to be added to it, possibly, in 1935. But why
this compromise? Because of the action taken by the Con-
gress of the United States. Does anyone doubt that if we
had carried through the bill of one year ago and set our eyes
to a program looking to the expenditure of three-quarters of
a billion dollars or a billion dollars in the next six or eight
years for the construction of the Navy of the United States
that Japan would have compromised in her building pro-
gram? Of course she would not. It is folly to say she
would. The action of the Congress of the United States
last spring is responsible directly or indirectly for the ac-
-tion taken in the Diet of Japan,

Again, consult the debates in the British Parliament. I
shall not take time to read them; but I could refer to
speech after speech made on the floor of the Parliament in
which complaint is made of the course that is proposed in
the United States. One of the members of the Commons only
a few months ago pointed out that we were proposing in
the United States to raise the number of enlisted men by
6,000. Why, the gentleman was misinformed. The proposal
-is to raise the enlisted men’s strength by something like
15,000, on the basis of the present Naval Establishment and
. building programs, if. those who testified before our commit-
tee can have their way.

In our hearings it is disclosed that we were told that to
carry the men they wanted to carry would require over
90,000 men for the manning of the ships, if they are to be
permitted to keep in commission those that are now in the
service or are being built. Not only this, but they say they
have not enough officers; that in order to supply the officers
for the ships now built and building, and to keep them in
commission, you will have to increase that figure by some-
thing like 1,000, and to complete the program for a London-
treaty navy you would have to increase the number of officers
of the line by 2,100.

The echoes of the London debate, of the debates in the
Diet of Japan, are heard in this body and the debates here
will be heard in the Parliaments of those Governments; and
if this Congress adopts a program that anywhere nearly
approaches building up to the authorized strength of the
London treaty it is going to mean that the other countries
will adopt similar programs and then the expenditures for
the maintenance of the Naval Establishment by your country
will not be limited to $370,000,000 but they will rise progres-
sively and substantially until that project shall have been
completed, when you will be called upon to pay certainly not
less than $500,000,000 annually to maintain the Naval Estab-
lishment that we shall have attained after we have had the
several conferences for a reduction of naval armament.

Somehow it seems that I must iterate and reiterate the
effect that programs of one country have upon programs of
another.

I hold in my hand a copy of the parliamentary debates of
the House of Commons giving the proceedings for December
19, 1930. Upon that day a member of the House of Com-
mons, Mr, Wellock, referred to statements that were made
in this Chamber. He was generous enough to refer to my
own statements in which I had urged moderation, and then
he said:

I could give other quotations, but I do not wish to labor the
point. It is, however, a most important point, and I hope that
the government will see that we in this country come far short
of building up to the limits laid down in the London naval agree-
ment. In that way I believe we shall be in a very strong position
to secure a much bigger reduction in armaments when the next
conference meets.

Mr. Wellock is thinking of naval reductions. He is think-
ing of teamwork, and he represents what I believe to be that
fine body of sentiment in the great countries of the world
that realizes that by friendliness, by understanding, by
agreement, we can proceed with moderation under the lim-
itation programs already adopted and that by the time an-
other naval conference may meet we shall be in a very
strong position to secure greater reduction in armaments
than have been accepted in the past.
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Mr. VINSON of Georgia. May I interrupt the gentleman
right there, without taking him away from that line of
thought? Does not the gentleman think the program that
has been suggested and submitted to the Congress is in line
with what the gentleman has just been saying and is, indeed,
a moderate program that will not excite or increase the
building activities of other nations?

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, I think in large part the program that
has been proposed is in the right direction, and I should
myself support the bill. There is a vast difference between
a program calling for $74,000,000 and a program calling
for between three-quarters of a billion and one billion
dollars.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I am with the gentleman on
that, and therefore the gentleman’s argument that we are
liable to do something to excite the other nations is not
founded on the facts with respect to what we have actually
done, because the gentleman indorses the proposed building
program now before the Congress.

Mr. FRENCH. I am discussing the possibilities that are
being discussed in our country. There are a great many
people in our country who are not at all satisfied with what
the gentleman’s committee has done in reporting a mod-
erate bill but would like to go to the ceiling and report a
bill that would care for an entire building program that
would take us up to the limits permitted under the London
treaty.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Does the gentleman think we
have pursued a very moderate course?

Mr. FRENCH. I think you have.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. And the gentleman indorses
that moderate building program?

Mr. FRENCH. I would say in a general way; yes.

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield there for one
brief question?

Mr. FRENCH. All right.

Mr. BRITTEN. Is the gentleman in favor of the Ameri-
can Navy being equal to the British Navy in accordance
with the London treaty or is the gentleman opposed to that?

Mr. FRENCH. I shall be glad to reply. I am not in
favor of the American Government trying to maintain a
naval establishment merely for the purpose of keeping up
with somebody. I am in favor of the Navy of our country
being adequate to our needs and of our country consulting
these several factors in shaping our Budget: First of all,
necessarily, the needs of our great country, which are over
all and stand over all; and, second, having considered that,
then for us to consider the needs of our country in connec-
tion with the demands upon the public Treasury, the people
of our country furnishing the moneys that go into our public
Treasury, and I am opposed, under any guise, to building
ships merely to keep up with some one else. [Applause.]

Because Great Britain may propose to have certain ships,
we do not necessarily need to have ships to match them,
nor is this generally urged other than by those who would
like to build merely because Great Britain may build. There
are a great many factors that must be considered—the nat-
ural wealth of our country, the fact that we are compact, the
fact that Canada adjoins the United States, and a great
many other factors that must be taken into account in con-
nection with such a program. If the people of the United
States and the people of Great Britain will quit making
faces at each other, will quit pretending to think that they
are building against each other, when any thoughtful man
in either country knows it is false, we shall go a long way
toward peace. [Applause.]

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. I yield.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Perhaps no more concrete
illustration of the gentleman’s view can be cited than to say
that the gentleman from Idaho is not opposed to the build-
ing program reported out of the Naval Affairs Committee.

Mr. FRENCH. I thank the gentleman for the sugges-
tion: it is in line with the answer I made to the gentleman

from Georgia.
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Now, let me conclude and then I shall be glad to yield for
an interruption, and answer such questions as may bhe
asked.

There is one thought that I wish to emphasize at this
point, and that is this: If we follow the program that ought
to be followed by our country, it will be followed by others.
We are doing that which the nations of the world that were
parties to the Versailles treaty agreed to do when we made
the demand on Germany not so many years ago. I doubt
if anyone can say that the agreement there is what you
could call a legally binding contract, but, on the other hand,
I am frank to say, and I believe, the statement made in the
preamble of the treaty is a moral obligation. It constitutes
a moral obligation upon all the powers that required Ger-
many to sign a treaty that she would not build a battleship
of more than 10,000 tons and was limited to six of those
ships.

What did we say? We stated in the treaty of Versailles:

In order to render possible the initiation of a general limitation
of the armament of all nations, Germany undertakes directly to
observe the military, naval, and air clauses that follow.

What powerful nations were participants in that treaty?
The United States was one. Our Navy to-day, outside of
the Navies of Great Britain and Japan, is greater than that
of the other navies of the world. Great Britain was one
of the powers party to the treaty. Her navy, outside of the
Navy of the United States and the Navy of Japan, is greater
than all of the other navies in the world.

I have told the House to-day something about the naval
establishments of the other powers—France, Italy, and

Japan. Those are the countries that signed the treaty with |-

that condition upon which Germany was not to go forward,
and I tell you it does challenge the conscience of the people
of other countries and our good faith in making provisions
in the Budget for reducing.

The gentleman a moment ago asked me with rezard to
what we are proposing touching the officer strength. I think
the department has asked the Bureau of the Budget to rec-
ommend legislation that would add 2,100 officers to the line.
We went into that question rather extensively in the hear-
ings. Upon what does the demand rest? It rests in large
part upon the expansion program, and I have said what I
think of the expansion program, and we do not subscribe
to it. It rests in part upon the development of the engi-
neering and the technical work of ships requiring more and
highly trained officers. It rests in part upon fire control
and it rests in part upon aviation.

I recognize you can go quite a ways toward meeting the
first two demands without expanding your officer strength.

"I shall address myself now for a few moments to one of the

‘innovations carried in the bill, which I think should recom-
mend itself to the Members of the Congress. One of the
greatest, if not the greatest, of the causes for an increase of
officer strength is on account of the Bureau of Aeronautics.

' Let us consider that bureau and see precisely what the de-
mand is. We have at this time in the Bureau of Aeronautics
nearly 800 officers of the line.

We have a law that fixes the allocation of officers to the
several grades in the Navy—I1 admiral, 4 captains, 7 com-
manders, 14 lieutenant commanders, 321 lieutenants, 41
lieutenants of the junior grade and ensigns, making a total
of 100. That is the way the officer strength of the Navy is
allocated generally. What do we find it to be in the Air
Service? Follow closely the figures. You have 1 admiral;
3 captains, instead of 4; 725 commanders instead of T; 245
lieutenant commanders instead of 14; 96 lieutenants instead
of 32'%; and 1321 lieutenants of the junior grade and ensigns
instead of 41'5. I gave you the ratio of 100. Apply it now
to this service and what do you have? You have 3 admirals
in the service; 9 captains—you would be entitled to 12; you
have 23 commanders, slightly more than you are entitled to;
you have 73 lieutenant commanders instead of 42; you have
288 lieutenants instead of 96; and you have 397 lieutenants
of the junior grade and ensigns instead of 124. In other

- words, you have set up a service here that is drawing on
the officers of the junior ranks from your cruisers and sub-
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marines and battleships in a way that is absolutely inde-
fensible. I introduced a bill about five years ago providing
for flight lieutenants, who could come in and serve for, say,
5 years or 6 or 8, and then pass on out into private business.
The Navy Department opposed it Since then we have been
trying to build up the opportunity for service in this line
in the reserve. We are carrying to-day provision for train-
ing to completion 70 naval reservists for the Air Service.

These are men who come from the finest universities and
colleges within the United States. They come from Harvard
and Boston Tech and from the University of Washington
and the universities of fhe South and the Central States—
in fact, every part of the country. After they have com-
pleted the course at Pensacola and are efficient fliers, they
then are permitted to go to the fleet for one year. We are
carrying into this bill money that will permit them to be
commissioned for another year, and at the end of that year
I hope that money will be carried into the bill that will
permit not only the commissioning of them for an addi-
tional year but the class that will graduate after a year’s
service with the fleet a year from now, and that they will
be carried into the fleet and in that way will relieve the
situation that exists to-day which is drawing upon the
regular officers of the line of the Naval Establishment.
These officers, then, will come in from the naval reserves.
They will serve for several years, then they will go on back
to their lines, to their business, go into the air service in
private industry or elsewhere, and they will not serve to
create a hump that will block promotion in the Naval
Establishment generally.

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. BRITTEN. Does not the gentleman feel—and I have
great sympathy with what he is attempting to do—that a
reserve, after all, is intended for reserve purposes? A re-
serve by its very name should be held for reserve purposes
in time of emergency. Does not the gentleman seriously
think that line officers, graduates of the Naval Academy,
who are qualified in gunnery, engineering, radio, navigation,
are vastly superior for aviation officers who might command
a squadron in time of emergency than the type of men the
gentleman is talking about, coming from the other institu-
tions of the country?

Mr. FRENCH. I omitted to say in my general statement
that under the plan we are recommending we would not
undertake at all to disturb the regular normal flow of gradu-
ates from Annapolis into the Air Service. The Air Service
should take from Annapolis its share, just as any other arm
of the service should do. You will, from those officers, find
the very officers to which the gentleman from Illinois has
referred—the officers who will be trained for command—but
when it comes to pilots, when it comes to the work that is
done chiefly by junior officers, by the ensigns and the lieu-
tenants, you are going to find that these officers that you
draw from the reserve strength, graduates of the finest insti-
tutions in the country, possessed of as fine mental training
as the graduates from the academy at Annapolis, are just
as efficient, just as able, just as alert, for this purpose as
officers from the Naval Academy and some officers think
that they are more efficient for pilots than such officers,
because they are thinking of one line alone and they do
not have their minds disturbed by considering sometime
commanding a destroyer or a submarine.

Mr. BRITTEN. If what the gentleman contends is cor-
rect, then why not take all of our line officers out of these
wonderful institutions? Why have the Naval Academy at
all?

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, no. You may just as well say that
because a dog has one tail he should have six.

Mr. BRITTEN. I am talking about aviators, not dogs.

Mr. FRENCH. We are talking about needs. The gentle-
man is talking about something that is a perversion of the
subject that we are discussing. I am talking of needs; I am
talking of the regular officers of the line frained at Annap-
olis to take command positions in the organization.
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Mr. BRITTEN. That is the very thing these reserves will

| be compelled to do at times.

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, no.

Mr. BRITTEN. Positively.

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, no; not generally. In peace times,
under such a program as we propose, there would be the
normal quota of command officers. They would be trained
to take charge of command positions in other services. On
the other hand, with more liberal use of aviator reservists,
aviation would be supplied during peace a large number of
officers of junior rank, who will take the place of the regu-
lar graduates whom to-day you are forcing into the Air
Service from the academy. You are thereby drawing them
off from other activities of the Navy which require specially
trained men, of which the gentleman spoke, from the Naval
Academy, and where you could not so well use the reservists.

Mr. BRITTEN. Of course, the gentleman is aiming to
balance two sets of brains. They are both good. You might
say that in many respects, as brains go, they are equal; a
graduate of Harvard or of Cornell or of Notre Dame or
some of the big universities; but, they are not gunnery ex-
perts; they are not trained in navigation; they are not
qualified to lead a company of men or to handle a ship,
and yet the gentleman says they are equal, for aviation, to
the graduate of the Naval Academy. Of course, there is no
comparison between the men at all. :

Mr. FRENCH. But the gentleman persists in misstating
the program that I have outlined. I said that for the pur-
poses for which we are proposing to use them in aviation,
the aviation reservists are equal to the graduates from the
Naval Academy. There are some who think they are su-
perior.

Mr. BRITTEN. What are the purposes?

Mr. FRENCH. For the general purposes as pilots, to
which the junior officers in the Air Service are detailed, leav-
ing for the officers of the line the command positions. The
gentleman must know that in the event of a national emer-
gency, with our Navy expanding, we would need to call upon
reservists. We would even need fo put them into command
positions. 3

Mr. BRITTEN. But the gentleman does not wait until
that time. The gentleman calls upon them before the
emergency. That is the objection.

Mr. FRENCH. No. I have not said that.

Mr. BRITTEN. Yes. The gentleman would use them in
peace time rather than in emergencies. They are reserves.

Mr. FRENCH. I am proposing to use them for a specific
purpose for a limited time. [Applause.]

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. 1 yield.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. This is a new step as far as
the committee is concerned?

Mr. FRENCH, Yes.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. This is entirely different from
what exists to-day?

Mr. FRENCH. To the extent I have indicated.

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. Now, is it not a fact that the
gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Frenca] appeared before the
committee some years ago and advocated that we report
legislation to do this very thing?

Mr. FRENCH. No; not quite.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Well, in any event, the purposa
was to put in the aviation service the naval reservists and
assign them to it?

Mr. FRENCH. Well, it would amount to that. What I
was urging was an officer who could be called a flight lieu-
tenant, who would be commissioned in the service for about
the time, I hoped, that these reservists would serve in the
Naval Establishment. 7

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. This is one of the most impor-
tant matters in the bill which the gentleman has brought
before the House, and I trust the gentleman will permit it to
be discussed as we go along right now. The House should
know that these positions are now filled by graduates from
the Naval Academy; that everyone who goes into aviation
either has graduated from the Naval Academy or, I believe,
30 per cent of them are from the enlisted force. Now, the
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gentleman proposes by putting 70 from the reserve this year
into that service, to lessen that many from the Naval
Academy. Is that not correct?

Mr. FRENCH. That would be correct.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Carrying out the gentleman’s
idea, it would shut off admissions to the Naval Academy, be-
cause that would be the natural effect. As long as the
personnel for aviation is increased from the naval reservists,
then admittance to the Naval Academy would necessarily
be shut off.

Mr. FRENCH. No, no. We would draw from the Naval
Academy the proportionate share that the other branches
of the service would draw.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Oh, yes; but, as a matter of
fact, all that come in now are to come from the Naval
Academy or from the enlisted force?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. And the gentleman proposes
now to shut out the officers from the Naval Academy and
take in lieu thereof men who have no knowledge of nautical
matters and take men from the universities to do that
work. Is that not what the gentleman is proposing to do?

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, no.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Of course, that is what happens?

Mr. FRENCH. No. The gentleman did not follow me at
all or did not interpret what I said.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Well, they go into the service,
do they not?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. They must coordinate with the
fleet, must they not?

Mr. FRENCH. Surely.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. And it is necessary for a man
to know something about the navigation of a ship, of gun-
fire, of spotting, to be an effective aviator, and is it not a
fact that you are proposing here to embark upon a new
program and take men that have no instruction along that
line and qualify them exclusively in aviation, plus one year
with the fleet? Now, that is the plan. I think the House
should know thoroughly about it so that if the House adopts
that plan it will know where it is going. It ultimately means
that the aviation branch will be filled up with naval reserv-
ists, brilliant men from the universities of the country, but
they will lack fundamental training in nauftical matters,
necessary to coordinate with the fieet.

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman is inaccurate—

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho has con-
sumed one hour.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the gentleman from Idaho may proceed for an-
other hour, regardless of the rules of the House.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. FRENCH. I appreciate the suggestion of the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp], but I shall endeavor
not to intrude upon the House for very long. S

Let me say this in reply to my friend from Georgia [Mr.
Vinsox]: The flow from the academy would continue to
go into the Air Service in the ratio that it goes to all the
other services, for duty on cruisers, on battleships, and in all
the other services where officers of the line are drawn. In
addition to that we are providing that the junior officers
only in the Air Service would in part be drawn from this fine
body of reservists, trained in the best colleges of the country,
trained in the course at Pensacola for a year, trained with
the fleet for one year, might after that continue to do
their part for a few years with the fleet in peace time, as
the gentleman himself proposed they would do in war time.
Is there anything inconsistent with that? To grant the
gentleman’s argument would be to say that we are training
these men as reservists for something for which they will
not be fitted in the event of a crisis.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. This is the trouble with the
gentleman’s position. In the first place, it costs approxi-
mately $19,000 to train one of these men, and the Govern-
ment is only able to get his services for a limited number

} |
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of years. After he is trained, industrial aviation might

‘make him a very fine offer and the Navy would lose his

services, whereas under the present plan when an officer
is trained he must stay in the service as long as the Navy
desires him, because he can only resign through the consent
of the Navy.

Mr. FRENCH. That is true, but the gentleman was un-
fortunate when he spoke of money. The gentleman spoke
of the money cost of training the reservists. The gentle-
man spoke of the amount that would be paid during the
limited number of years the reservist would be in the serv-
ice, but does the gentleman recall that it costs from $14,000
to $18,000 to train a midshipman until he completes his
course at the academy? Does he recall that then he begins
a career that carries him on through with all the pay that
a regular officer receives, all the allowances he receives in
addition to his pay and his retirement pay when he finally
retires? In other words, for the costs that he condemns
he proposes costs that are vastly greater.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. But my friend must bear in
mind that he has a dual capacity. He is qualified to do
more than fly an airplane. The gentleman now proposes
that these men will only be qualified, at a cost of $19,000,
to do one specific thing in the Navy. The amount the Gov-
ernment spends at the Naval Academy, plus the cost at
Pensacola, qualifies him to do more than one thing, It
qualifies him to be more than an aviator. I contend that
the gentleman is merely seeking to provide an independent
air service made up of naval reservists who can not expand
and do anything with the Navy except fly a machine.

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. I yield.

Mr. TABER. It looks to me as though the gentleman
from Georgia had failed to realize that we are developing,
and will develop, a very large hump in the Air Service of
those who have been in a long time unless some reason-
able program is adopted such as the gentleman from Idaho
has outlined.

Mr. FRENCH. I am glad my colleague made that sugges-
tion. Let me follow up the thought the gentleman from New
York has brought to my mind and which I should have men-
tioned. I have pointed out to you the tremendous dispropor-
tion in the number of ensigns and lieutenants assigned to
aviation. You can not expect to draw these splendid boys
from Annapolis into the service and tell them that they will
not have a chance to become fitted for the higher offices
because there is not a proportionate number of offices of
the higher grades. You must tell your junior officers that
or you must multiply the number of admirals out of all pro-
portion to the needs, the number of captains out of all pro-
portion to the needs, and the same way with your com-
manders.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentleman knows there is
nothing to that argument because the law fixes the number
of admirals who can be in the Navy at 1 per cent of the
total strength of the Navy, and there can only be 55 admirals
in the Navy.

Mr. FRENCH. But the gentleman forgets that there will
be a demand for extra admirals to take care of the hump
his plan will create by reason of the disproportionate num-
ber of junior officers in aviation. When these young officers
shall arrive at the point where, by reason of age, they should
expect promotion, what are we to say? We shall need to do
one of three things—create a greater number of advanced
grades, permit the officer to retire with three-fourths pay,
or insist that he remain in the service with junior grade
until age will force him out.

If he remains in aviation for an extended time, he loses
the training he should have for general-line duties, and,
therefore, becomes ineligible for advancement. If he is un-
suited for advancement, he becomes an obstacle to the
advancement of those below him, having reference to grades
to which selection does not apply. Of course, there would
be no hump if we should increase the officer strength suffi-
ciently to take care of aviation demands and provide an
inward flow adequate to allow men to take a turn of a

year or two in aviation and pass on to other naval duties.
Our propoesal is to avoid the necessity for increasing the
officer strength.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I think the House should thor-
oughly understand that this is a departure, and it is highly
important that the House know about the departure that is
now presented by the gentleman. If the House desires to
make this departure, it is all right, but it is of such vital
importance that I am grateful to the gentleman for permit-
ting his speech to be interrupted at this point.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. I yield.

Mr, McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. At the present time avia-
tion in the Navy is so encompassed with rules and regula-
tions that it is not able to function in a proper way, and
I am hopeful that some new provision can be put into
effect so that they will not have to get permission from
certain officers now in control who have no concepfion of
aviation.

I am hopeful that the gentleman’s suggestion, if it is a
new departure, will bring about increased efficiency on the
part of the Navy.

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. I yield.

Mr. ALLGOOD. If war should come, you would not de-
pend on the naval officers from Annapolis alone but you
would open up then and get aid from other sources, so why
should they not come along now?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. But in peace times you run
your organizations by your regular officers. Of course, you
depend upon the reservists of the Army and of the Navy in
war time.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. I vield fo the gentleman from New York.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There is one point I do not think the
gentleman has made clear, and the point the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. BarrTen] is stressing is this: While you
can fake an intelligent young man, well educated, and make
a good, experienced flyer out of him, naval aviation requires
an additional factor, and that is the art of navigation, for
this reason: They now operate from the carrier, and the
carrier is in the middle of the sea. There are no land-
marks. He can not fly by a map. He must navigate back
to his ship. I want to ask the gentleman if sufficient pro-
vision is made to teach navigation to these boys; and if so,
where?

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman is quite correct in his
suggestion. We are providing, first, that we draw into this
aviation service only fine, splendidly trained men from our
foremost educational institutions. We are told, in the first
place, we can pick and choose because of the demand to
enter this service. You should read the testimony of the
officers who discussed it before our committee, wherein it
was indicated that many, many are applying, where it is
possible to choose only a limited number.

In the first place, then, these men start out with that
broad, basic training and intellect that is capable of taking
the training. In addition, these young men are trained in
groundwork before they go to Pensacola, either in the New
England States at Squantum or in New York or at the Great
Lakes or at Sand Point, in the State of Washington. After
this preliminary training they are sent to Pensacola, where
they spend a year. There they are trained to become pilots,
just as are the graduates from Annapolis. They receive
the broad training that fits them for service with the fleet.
Following that they spend one year with the fleet on the
very ships fo which the gentleman refers; and, of course, as
part of the training, there must be so much of navigation,
so much of the work necessary with respect to taking off and
landing on ships as may make them efficient. Unless this
were so, they would be inefficient as members of the reserve.

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. He gets only one year compared
with what the midshipman gets now in four years.

Mr. FRENCH. I hope the gentleman does not want the
House to understand that the four years’ training at the
Naval Academy gives the graduate the instruction along
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practical lines that is given by the training of that last year
that the reservist has upon the ships of the Navy.

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. BRITTEN. I want the gentleman to feel—and I
think I can speak for the Committee on Naval Affairs as a
whole, or practically so—that we are in very complete sym-
pathy with the gentleman’s desires to get the reservists into
naval aviation.

The more of these high-class students we can get the
better, but they should not be expected to perform the duties
of the regular line officers, because they have not been
equipped mentally to do that. They have not studied engi-
neering, they have not studied gunnery, they have not
studied navigation or the various other things that the
regular line officer must understand. On page 39 of the bill
the gentleman has inserted some new language this year, and
if the gentleman will permit, I would like to read this proviso.

Mr. FRENCH. Certainly.

Mr. BRITTEN (reading):

Provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be
expended in any manner whatsoever by or for the use of a total
number of commissioned line officers of the Navy above the grade

of lieutenant commander which exceeds the total number of such
officers assigned to aviation duty on February 9, 1931.

As T understand the proposed legislation, what the gentle-
man aims to do now is to bring in reserve officers from
outside life, make pilots out of them—which is a good
thing—and then, by this proviso, the gentleman limits the
number of officers above the grade of lieutenant commander
who are regular Naval Academy graduates, qualified by
instruction and everything else, to 39, the number that were
in aviation on February 1 of this year. This proviso strikes
me as being, I shall not say unfair, but it is going to work
to the disadvantage of aviation in the Navy, because you are
not allowing any more than 39 commanders to be in the
aviation service, although that service is expanding every
day by leaps and bounds. We are getting more plane car-
riers, we are getting flying-deck cruisers, or at least we hope
to under our new construction program.

In other words, we hope to expand very materially in
aviation of the Navy, because many of us feel that after all
the national defense and the future welfare of the country
may depend upon aviation, and yet this proviso limits the
number of those who may be employed as lieutenant com-
manders, to guide the aviation service of the couniry, to 39.
I think this is a great mistake, and I would like to have the
gentleman tell the committee just why this proviso was
included in the bill.

Mr. FRENCH. The proviso was included in the bill be-
cause, as I stated in my general remarks, the number of
Junior officers in naval aviation is so widely out of propor-
tion in comparison with the rest of the Navy that it seems
desirable not to permit expanding, in an unreasonable way,
in the higher ranks in the Bureau of Aeronautics. If the
figure is wrong we may modify it. Our committee believes
the figure to be about correct.

Mr. BRITTEN. There is no figure shown here. The pro-
viso says the total number of such officers assigned to avia-
tion duty on February 9, 1931, and it happens that that
number is 39.

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. BRITTEN. I think the department itself, which, after
all, is the best expert authority on naval aviation, should
determine for itself the number of commanders it may need
in various places or the number of captains it may need.
It is evident that if these captains come out of the line and
have other important duties, the Bureau of Navigation or
the Secretary of the Navy will not assign them to aviation
recklessly.

We can only have so many captains and so many com-
manders in the Navy—I think the proviso is unnecessary.
I think it should be left to the department itself. Suppose
you have a commander who is a desirable man for aviation
and a desirable man for ship duty, and you want to assign
him to a place where he might have command of an air-
plane, Under this proviso you could not do it.
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Mr. FRENCH. We shall be glad to consider that further.

Mr. BRITTEN. Let me ask the gentleman a further
question. Did any expert authority bring about this pro-
vision in the bill?

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, no; I am afraid we would not have
had this suggestion if we had not put it in ourselves,

Mr. BRITTEN. Then it is an arbitrary provision put in
by the committee itself?

Mr. FRENCH. Put in by the committee.

Mr. COYLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. I yield.

Mr. COYLE. I want to ask the gentleman a question in
reference to the appointment of enlisted men to the Naval
Academy. I suppose the committee feels that the matter
has not worked out as it was originally intended.

Mr. FRENCH. Let me make a statement in regard to
that. Generally speaking I would be glad to have questions
in detail asked under the 5-minute rule. But inasmuch as
the gentleman has asked the question, let me say that we
have inserted a provision in the bill that would affect the
100 enlisted men that the law provides may annually enter
Annapolis. We have provided that these enlisted men
actually serve on shipboard for nine months.

I am sure it will meet with the approval of the Members
of the House for this reason: I know what was in the
minds of the legislative committee when they provided that
100 enlisted men annually should go into the academy.
That committee wanted to provide a way for young en-
listed men who had had some experience with ships and
naval service to enter the Naval Academy. The committee
wanted to hold entrance to the academy as a sort of prize.
But in practice the matter is not working out that way.
In practice many young men from colleges and universities
who would like to go to the academy find out the latest
day that they can enlist in the Navy so as fo qualify and
then they enlist and are sent to San Diego or Hampton
Roads and are there trained for the entrance examination
for Annapolis. They not only want the training at the
academy without cost, but they want the Government to
prepare them for entrance. They would not enlist at all if
they had to serve in the Navy.

Mr. COYLE. I am in accord with the gentleman’s idea.
The only question that came into my mind was whether
frankly this is not an attempt on the part of the committee
to amend the legislative enactment by restrictions on an
appropriation bill.

Mr. FRENCH. I think it is a proviso that will help carry
out what the gentleman himself as a member of the com-
mittee intended when the committee wrote the law.

Mr. COYLE. I was not & member of the committee at
the time, but I feel convinced that that was the idea.

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. I yield.

Mr. GIBSON. I was not in the Chamber when the gentle-
man began his speech and he may have covered the point,
I wish to bring directly to his attention. Is Great Britain
built up to the limitations of the London naval compact?

Mr. FRENCH. Practically so, Great Britain is nearer
built up than we are.

Mr. GIBSON. Is Japan built up to the provisions of the
London freaty?

Mr. FRENCH. Not altogether.

Mr. GIBSON. And the United States is not?

Mr. FRENCH. We are not up to it in cruisers and air-
craft; we are in battleships, in destroyers, and submarines.

Mr. GIBSON. Does the program of the legislative com-
mittee bring us up to the limit set for us in the London

t?
m](:.{r. FRENCH. Oh, no; the program of the legislative
committee is pending in the Congress and has not been
acted upon, and we have no authority to consider appropria-
tions in connection with it.

Mr. GIBSON. How long will it take us to get up to the
limit set by the London treaty, following the program of the
legislative committee?

Mr. FRENCH. That question is one that would be en-
tirely dependent upon money appropriations, and the com-
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mittee would need to bring in other authorization bills
beyond this one. It would be impossible to answer such a
question.

Mr. GIBSON. Is there any practical reason why we
should not adhere to the provisions of the London naval
pact and bring our Navy up to the limit provided by that
instrument? ‘

Mr. FRENCH. I think the gentleman was not in the room
when I indicated very practical reasons why that should
not be done. The practical reasons suggested then, in brief,
are, first, that we do not need to build up to the maximum
from the standpoint of national defense, and, in the second
place, we have to take into account in connection with the
actual needs of our country the monetary considerations
that would be involved.

Merely to repeat one figure, if we were to build up to the
London treaty, assuming that it is mandatory that we do so,
it would cost the United States something like three gquar-
ters of a billion or a billion dollars for new construction and
half a billion dollars a year for maintenance. In my judg-
ment, such a course would not add to the security of our
Nation. Indeed, it would be less, because we would inspire
fear and suspicion among other nations.

There is one other point I must not pass by. It is im-
portant that we be moderate in our construction programs
for the reason that if we should build up in every line, then
when the year 1935 shall roll around and we shall come to
writing limitations in a naval conference that the treaty
provides shall be called for that year, it will be difficult for
us to write limitations in any line where we have consider-
able new craft, because the Members of this body and the
country itself will be rather reluctant, just as Japan was
reluctant at the Washington conference, to scrap a new ship
of any type, because of our pride in that ship.

Mr., McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. It is a fact that we are
going to have another conference in 1935, is it not?

Mr. FRENCH. It is so provided in the London conference
treaty.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. And it is a further fact
that the category of ships which were reduced most were
battleships in the last London conference.

Mr. BRITTEN. Oh, no. E

Mr. FRENCH. Not most. We reduced tonnage in battle-
ships, destroyers, and submarines.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Then, of the greatest
value.

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; probably greater values were in bat-
tleships.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. There is a strong prob-
ebility that in 1935 we will continue along the same line
carried out in the London conference.

Mr. FRENCH. I should hope so; but may I, in conclu-
sion, say this, that Members of this Congress must keep in
mind that, after all, what is above the money that we have
been discussing to-day is the good will that ought to exist
in this country for other countries and in other countries
toward us, and the effect that our action here will have upon
the policies and programs of other nations. It is wicked for
this country to appropriate a dollar more than we need for
the national defense. It is wicked for this country to draw
into the Army or the Navy a human life when not needed
by the military demands of this country.

I thank you. [Applause.]

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, will the g’entlema.n yield
for one more question?

Mr. FRENCH. The House has been most generous, and
I am sure I should now conclude.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen, I
want to again congratulate the chairman of the subcom-
mittee, my colleague from Idaho [Mr. Frencr], for the very
able and efficient manner in which he has presented this
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bill. He always does that, but I believe to-day that he has
done it much better than ever before.

I shall take just a very few minutes talking on one
feature of the hill and that alone. That is the marines in
Nicaragua. I regret very much that I can not agree with
the chairman of this committee in regard to that particular
question.

On May 18, 1928, when the House had under considera-
tion the Navy appropriation measure, I made a speech on
the subject of our relations with the Republic of Nicaragua.
At that time we had just received the sad news of the
slaughter of a number of United States marines.

Although decidedly opposed to the administration’s
Caribbean policy at that time, I endeavored to be fair and
moderate in what I said, realizing then, as I do now, that
as a nation we have certain obligations to meet, namely,
that under certain circumstances we must protect American
lives and property in foreign lands. However, I am con-
vinced that in carrying out this doctrine to the fullest
extent it does not mean that we are to follow an adventurer
or an exploiter into foreign lands with an army of marines
to protect him and his property. There is a limit to which
the Nation should go to uphold this principle of protection
to life' and property of its nationals.

There is another obligation that as a nation we have to
meet, which arises out of the Monroe doctrine. Upon this
question there is also a diversity of opinion. The question
as to how far we need go to meet such obligations has been
discussed by many able and conscientious statesmen. As is
commonly known, the Monroe doctrine is a denial of the
right of any foreign power to encroach upon any of the
republics in this hemisphere. It was intended, not alone
for our safety but also intended as a safeguard to the South
and Central American countries from foreign aggression.

Mr. Chairman, before proceeding further with the ques-
tion as to whether or not we are in Nicaragua at this time
with United States marines to meet obligations imposed by
or growing out of the Monroe doctrine, it might be well to
see just how far we are bound to go or even supposed to go.
Soon after the adoption of the Monroe doct:rme President
Monroe said:

The new states are settling down under their governments,
elective and representat.i?& in every branch similar to our own. In
this their career, however, we have not interposed, believing that

every people have the right to institute for themselves the govern-
ment which in their judgment may suit them best.

It is indeed plain that the author of the Monroe doctrine
held that it conferred no power upon the United States fo
interfere with the internal affairs of any of the South or
Central American countries. The position he took was sound
then and it is sound now and it would seem should govern
our policy. However, at this time I wish to call attention
to a more recent interpretation by a most eminent statesman,
former Secretary of State Root:

The declaration of Monroe was that the rights and interests of
the United States were involved in maintaining a condition, and
the condition to be maintained was the independence of all the
American counfries. * * * A false conception of what the
Monroe doctrine is, of what it demands, and what it justifies, of
its scope, and of its limits has invaded the public press and
affected public opinion within the past few years. Grandiose
schemes of national expansion invoke the Monroe doctrine. In-
terested motives to compel Central or Souvh American countries
to do or refrain from doing something by which individual Ameri-
cans may profit invoke the Monroe doctrine. Clamors for national
glory from minds too shallow to grasp at the same time a sense of
national duty invoke the Monroe doctrine. The intolerance which
demands that control over the conduct and the opinions of other
peoples, which is the essence of tyranny, invokes the Monroe
doctrine. Thoughtless people who see no difference between law-
ful right and physical power assume that the Monroe doctrine is
a warrant for interference in the internal affairs of all weaker
nations in the New World. Against this suppositious doctrine
many protests, both in the United States and in South America,
have been made, and justly made. To the real Monroe doctrine
these protests have no application.

We are not in Nicaragua because of any obligation grow-
ing out of the Monroe doctrine. No counfry of any other
hemisphere is threatening to extend its political system to
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Nicaragua, or to do aught that would need to cause concern
to our Government. So, we can not invoke the Monroe
doctrine as a reason or excuse for our invasion and oc-
cupancy of that country. Then why are we there? That
is the real question, and there is but one answer. We are
there under the guise and claim that it is for the protection
of American lives and property.

Mr. Chairman, exploiters of a helpless people must of
necessity have what may look like a plausible reason for
invasion and exploitation. So the appeal was at the begin-
ning and is now made that it is necessary to keep the United
States marines in Nicaragua to protect American lives and
property. I want to be understood that I believe in the
doctrine that this Nation is obligated to protect its citizens
and their property; that I will lend my support to any
move looking to the protection of our nationals where the
circumstances justify protective measures; but in giving pro-
tection I want it to be clear that there is but one purpose—
the protection of American lives and property.

Can it be contended that it has been necessary for this
Nation to keep an army in Nicaragua for the past 21 years,
and with no assurance but that it will be there for many
more years solely for the protection of American lives and
property. Conceding, for the sake of argument only, that
when we went into Nicaragua in 1909 with a force of ma-
rines, it was for the purpose of protecting our nationals and
their property, it is very apparent that we are remaining
there for an altogether different reason.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, AYRES. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Is it American lives or Ameri-
can property that we are trying to save, in the gentleman’s
opinion?

Mr, AYRES. I will speak of that a little later; but in my
opinion it is American property.

I am fully justified in making this statement and reaching
this conclusion, and any fair-minded person will reach the
same conclusion if he will study the entire record or his-
tory of our occupancy of this unhappy country from 1909 to
date. I am not going to take the time of the House at this
time to go into detail, interesting as it is, from the begin-
ning of our occupancy to the present. This history reveals
the fact that on the memorable date of October 7, 1909, we
had an American consul in that country by the name of
Moffat, located at Bluefield. He seemed to possess knowl-
edge which prompted him to wire the State Department
here in Washington that there would be a revolution started
the next day in Nicaragua by a man by the name of Estrada,
who would declare himself to be President, and that he,
Estrada, would immediately ask the United States to recog-
nize him as such. So on the 11th day of October Mr.
Moffat wired again that Estrada had succeeded in his revo-
lution, and he also advised Washington that it would be
necessary to send marines down there—for what? Not to
protect American lives and property? Oh, no; he advised
that this new President was friendly to American interests,
and further that when once in power and full control of
the affairs of Nicaragua he, Estrada, would see to the reduc-
tion of tariff duties. If the Monroe doctrine, or the doctrine
of the protection of American lives and property were in
the least involved in this Estrada revolution they failed to
reveal themselves. There seemed to be but one principle
involved, so far as this Nation was concerned, according to
Moffat, and that was that Estrada was friendly to American
interests and would reduce the tariff. So the administra-
tion at Washington very promptly recognized Mr. Estrada.

Mr. Estrada started to make good his promises, evidently
made to Mr. Moffat, but soon after there was another revo-
lution started, in which this new President, friendly to
American interests, was about to be dethroned. Then what
occurred? We were appealed to to come to the rescue of
our friend Estrada, which we did with a force of marines,
who immediately got into action, and Estrada for the time
being was saved. In brief, that was our first step in the
invasion and occupancy of Nicaragua.
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Mr. many things have transpired in Nicaragua
between that date and the present time. I only wish that I
had the time to relate these incidents and the Members had
the patience to listen to me, but the history of it is intensely
interesting. Later on President Estrada abdicated and the
Assembly of Nicaragua elected Estrada’s brother President
and Diaz Vice President. About this time the second Estrada
and Diaz administration made an application for a loan
from some bankers in the United States. The people of
Nicaragua were almost unanimously opposed to this pro-
posed loan. Our minister to that counfry at that time said
that fully 80 per cent of the people in Nicarazua were
opposed to the proposed loan. On May 25, 1912, the Ameri-
can minister sent a telegram to Washington, as follows:

Rumors have been current that the Liberals are organizing a
concerted uprising all over the country, with the declared object
of defeating the loan. It is difficult to estimate how serious a
measure this might be if well organized and led, as the Liberals
are in such a majority over the Conservatives. I therefore hasten
to repeat my suggestion as to the advisabllity cof stationing per-

manently—at least until the loan has been put through—a war
vessel at Corinto.

I cite this incident to show why it was thourht necessary
not only to keep our marines there but also to send more
marines, and even to go so far as to send a war vessel. Not,
however, to protect American lives and property but to drive
through a loan and to see to it that the people of Nicaragua,
80 per cent of whom were opposed to it, would not interfere
with the negotiation of thisloan. This wasa case of where the
administration in Nicaragua, although friendly to American
interests, as was said by Mr. Moffat, had to have the marines
to help the administration show how friendly it was.

It might be well at this time to quote what was said by
Mr. Root about our actions in Nicaragua. He was Secretary
of State a part of the time that this loan was being nego-
tiated, and afterwards was elected United States Senator.
He wrote a letter in January, 1915, after he became Senator,
stating how he felt about it when he was Secretary of State,
as follows:

I was unwilling to have our Government accept from any
Nicaraguan Government a grant of power which I felt certain the
people of Nicaragua could not and ought not to approve. With
those provisions out, however, and nothing left but the grant
which I have described, I would be for a favorable report on the
treaty. I am, however, troubled about the question whether the
Nicaraguan Government which has made the treaty is really rep-
resentative of the people of Ni and whether it will be
regarded in Nicaragus and in Central America as having been a
I have been locking over the

free agent in making the treaty.
Nicaragua,

report of the commanding officer of our marines in
and I find there the following:

“The present Government is not in power by the will of the
people; the elections of the House of Congress were mostly
fraudulent.”

And a further statement, that the Liberals—that is to say, the
opposition—* constitute three-fourths of the country.” It is ap-
parent from this report and from other information which has In
a casual way come to me from various sources that the present
Government with which we are making this treaty is really main-
tained in office by the presence of United States marines in

Nicaragua.

There is nothing I could say that would add to what
former Secretary Root has said. It shows clearly how he
felt about the situation; that he did not entertain the
thought that we were in Nicaragua either to uphold the
Monroe doctrine or to protect American lives and property.

Mr. Chairman, to be real frank about it, it is a case of
where this Nation intervened, with an armed force, without
a reasonable excuse to offer for meddling in the domestic
affairs of a weak and helpless country. We have been de-
nounced by the press all over the civilized world, and par-
ticularly in the South and Central American countries like
Brazil, Argentina, Chile, Peru, Salvador, Uruguay, Bolivia,
and Ecuador. It is true that millions of dollars of American
money have been invested in Nicaragua. This fact was
stressed in President Coolidge’s message of June 10, 1927.
It is contended that American investors were encouraged
by Nicaraguan people to make investments in their country
and then the people failed to protect them and their prop-
erty in times of revolution. Therefore the necessity for the
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TUnited States to send marines to afford protection. Carry-
ing out the theory, may we not ask why it is that we have
failed to send marines and gunboats into all countries where
American citizens have investments and where revolutions
frequently occur? Has our Government encouraged these
investors to go into Nicaragua? If we had, it might be that
we would be duty bound to provide protection. The facts
are that these American investors saw, as they thought, an
opportunity to make fortunes, and in many instances a
chance to exploit the people of that country.

Who are some of these investors? I shall name only a
few, such as the United Fruit Co., and other fruit companies
controlling thousands of acres of fruit lands. The Central
American Exploration Co., which owns gold mines and con-
cessions of 4,000,000 acres. The Butters-Salvador Mines Co.,
the Continentales Mines Co., the Constancia Consolidated
Mining Co., the Cuja Gold Mines Co., the La Luz & Los
Angeles Mining Co., the Tonapah Mining Co. of Nevada, the
Bonanza Mines Co., and many more I might name. Just
how much encouragement do you suppose it took to persuade
these great and wealthy fruit and mining companies to go
into Nicaragua. I do not believe that anyone will claim that
these people, these commercial concerns, went into Nica-
ragua because they were philanthropic. Admitting that they
are entitled to consideration, it certainly can not be said
that they are entitled to have an army of marines kept
there for their benefit.

There are also a number of bondholders of Nicaraguan
bonds in the United States, and it seems that our State De-
partment feels that it is the guarantor, as well as the collec-
tor of those bonds. The history of the whole thing shows
that our State Department has been a very busy institution
from the very beginning in the financial affairs of Nica-
ragua. Going back to 1911 we find where a freaty was
signed by the Nicaraguan minister and the Secretary of
State, which provided for aid in receiving a loan of $15,-
000,000 from American bankers. The proceeds of this loan
were to be used in paying claims against the Nicaraguan
Government, to build a railroad, and so on. It also provided
that during the continuance of that debt the customs of
Nicaragua were to be.in charge of a collector general, an
American to be named by the banks making the loan, but
that this collector general had to have the approval of the
State Department. This treaty, however, was rejected by
the Senate. It is interesting to note that so sure were these
bankers that the treaty would be ratified that on September
1, 1911, Brown Bros. and Seligman Co., of New York, entered
into a contract for the $15,000,000 loan and a collector gen-
eral of the customs was appointed with the approval of the
State Department, and, so far as I know, he may still hold
that position. About this time there was a change in admin-
istration in Washington. The Nicaraguan representatives
were so anxious to get that loan through to pay their in-
debtedness that they complied with the requirements of the
State Department and listed their various debis with the
Secretary of State. It is a long story, and I may give it some
time in the future, but not now. In looking over the corre-
spondence, or rather copies of it, the originals of which are in
the State Department, one can not help but feel that our
Department of State is the greatest pawnshop and collecting
agency in the world; and it is easy to understand why it is
that under the guise of upholding the Monroe doctrine and
as well the principle of protection to American lives and
property, that our State Department has become the collector
for bondholders of this and other countries, holding Nica-
raguan bonds.

For the past three or four years the Navy Appropriations
Committee has been led to believe that the marines were
kept in Nicaragua for an altogether different purpose than
the Monroe doctrine and the doctrine of protecting Ameri-
can life and property. It is said now that they are there to
chase bandits and to supervise elections; that is, to see that
fair elections may be had, and also to train the National
Guard of Nicaragua so that it can cope with the situation
down there, whatever that may be. Now, as to the first
proposition, to protect Nicaragua against its bandits. This
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is really remarkable when the condition in our own fair
country is known. If these brave lads of the marines—and
they are brave—are to be used to chase and capture bandits,
why not bring them home immediately, all of them, and
even add to their numbers. We could use them to good
advantage in such places as St. Louis, where it seems to be a
common practice to kidnap and blackmail respectable citi-
zens; also in Chicago, where bands of kidnapers, bandits,
racketeers, and blackmailers are so numerous that they have
divided the territory in which to work, and should one gang
get into the territory of another gang, it is considered a
declaration of war and means a fight between the gangs of
bandits. In fact there was jealousy at one time between the
St. Louis and Chicago gangs of bandits to such an extent
that they had limits which created a battle ground in south-
ern Illinois for years. A few marines now in Nicaragua
might be used in chasing bandits and kidnapers in the city
of New York, where respectable people are kidnaped when
they step out of a show house. There are scores of com-
munities here in the States where these brave fellows could
be used to chase bandits. I am not so sure but what we
might use a few here in the Capital City. It is not neces-
sary to keep them away down in Nicaragua for that purpose.
In fact they are not needed in Nicaragua to chase bandits.
This is disclosed by the hearings on this measure. I asked
Major General Fuller if the pursuit of bandits in Nicaragua
was not carried on principally by our aviators. He said that
he could hardly say that, for, in addition to the marine
aviators, the Nicaraguan National Guard is constantly out
with patrols covering the country. I asked him if the en-
listed personnel of our marines were used to any great extent
in chasing bandits. He replied, “ No; not very much now,”
and further stated that the national guard are the ones who -
are doing most of the following up of the bandits, or trying
to find them. So it is fair to state that the marines are not
needed for that purpose.

Our committee has been told that it is necessary to keep
the marines in Nicaragua to supervise elections, to see that
they have fair elections down there, that the people may
have a voice in such elections. I remember when General
Lejeune was before our committee in March, 1928. He said
that as a result of the Stimson agreement both factions
strongly desired that the marines continue in Nicaragua
pending the holding of the election of 1928. The late
General Neville appeared before our committee and told
us that the elections provided for by the Stimson agreement
were successfully held in November, 1928, under American
supervision, and that the Government was duly installed.
As one member of the committee, I was very much elated
over this report, because I felt that the marines had per-
formed their duty so well in supervising the election in
Nicaragua that there would no longer be any reason for
them to be kept there, and they could be brought home to
supervise the elections in such cities as Chicago, Pittsburgh,
Philadelphia, and other places I might mention, where they
seldom count the votes that are cast by the qualified voters
but make up ballots and poll sheets of their own to take the
place of the votes cast by the qualified electors.

Finally, we are told that it is necessary to keep the ma-
rines there for a while longer to train the native national
guards so that a native military force will be able to prop-
erly protect the country and the nationals of other coun-
tries. We have had those marines in that service for the
past three or four years, and if they have not succeeded
by this time in properly training those guards there is no
need of remaining there for that purpose. That is not all,
to my mind, that is objectionable concerning this service
we are rendering in training the national guard in Nica-
ragua. For this service a host of marine officers are receiv-
ing, in addition to their regular pay, a salary from the
Nicaraguan Government. For instance, in the measure we
are now considering we are carrying an item of $428,825 to
pay salaries of marine officers on duty in Nicaragua, and in
addition to that the Nicaraguan Government is paying, or
must pay, to the same officers the sum of $215,500, divided
as follows:
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One colonel now receiving a salary from our Government
of $7,200, receives an additional salary of $3,600 from the
Government of Nicaragua. One lieutenant colonel, in addi-
tion to his regular salary of $6,997, receives from the Nica-
raguan Government a salary of $2,500. Five majors receive
a salary of $2,400 each from the Nicaraguan Government
in addition to their regular salaries from the United States
Government; 8 captains receive $2,100 each additional and
14 captains receive $1,800 each additional to their regular
salaries from the Nicaraguan Government; 25 first lieu-
tenants receive $1,800 each in addition to their regular
salary from the Nicaraguan Government; 6 second lieu-
tenants receive $1,200 each in addition to their regular
salary from the Nicaraguan Government; 1 chief quarter-
master’s clerk receives $1,200 additional to his regular salary
from the Nicaraguan Government; 1 chief paymaster’s clerk
receives $1,200 additional to his regular salary from the
Nicaraguan Government; 1 sergeant major receives $1,200
additional to his regular salary from the Nicaraguan Gov-
ernment; 1 quartermaster sergeant receives $1,200 addi-
tional and 2 quartermaster sergeants receive $900 addi-
tional each from the Nicaraguan Government; 1 paymaster
sergeant receives $900 additional to his regular salary from
the Nicaraguan Government; 4 first sergeants receive $1,200
each additional, and 9 first sergeants receive $900 each
additional to their regular salaries from the Nicaraguan
Government; 12 gunnery sergeants receive $1,200 each ad-
ditional, and 7 gunnery sergeants receive $900 each addi-
tional to ftheir regular salaries from the Nicaraguan Gov-
ernment; 2 sergeants receive $1,200 each additional, and 40
sergeants receive $900 each additional to their regular sal-
aries from the Nicaraguan Government; 1 corporal receives
$1,200 additional, and 25 corporals receive $900 each addi-
tional to their regular salaries from the Nicaraguan Gov-
ernment, making, as I said before, a grand total of $215,500
that is paid to these marine officers by the Nicaraguan
Government, in addition to their regular salaries. I am
bitterly opposed to such an arrangement and it should be
stopped.

Our committee is told that the Nicaraguan Government
is so poor that it can not afford to pay its national guard,
and that is one reason given why it is necessary to keep
our marines there. It is fair to presume that if that country
could use a good part of the $215,500 additional salary it
is paying to our marines, it would go a long way in financing
their own troops. During the hearings had on this meas-
ure, I asked General Fuller if he could inform the com-
mittee how long we would have to continue to train the
national guard of Nicaragua before it would become an
efficient military unit for that country, and he said that
they were efficient now. I asked him how long it would be
before the national guard would be sufficiently trained to
a point where they could be depended upon for the pro-
tection of that country and its citizens, as well as the
nationals of other countries. He replied they probably
could do it now. He further stated that it is a question
though of the policy of the State Department as to whether
to keep the marines in Nicaragua or not. The national guard
is an efficient organization at the present. That is what the
Major General Commandant of the marines said.

It has cost this Government something to stay in Nica-
ragua. It is estimated that the approximate expense inci-
dent to maintaining marine forces in Nicaragua since 1920,
over and above what the expense would have been to this
Government if those forces had been maintained at home
stations, has been $5,517,832.45.

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I want to say that it is evi-
dent that we are not in Nicaragua with the marines to up-
hold the Monroe doctrine; nor are we there to protect
American life, but only to protect American interests or
investments, and in view of the further fact that we can
use the marines here in the United States to such an advan-
tage chasing bandits and supervising elections, 1 am in
favor of getting them out of Nicaragua and bringing them
back here.
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If 20 years have not been sufficient to teach the Nica-
raguan people how to conduct their own affairs, we have
failed and we may just as well admit it one time as an-
other, and that we are willing for them to work out their
own salvation.

If at any time it should become necessary for us to go
back to uphold the Monroe doctrine or protect American
lives and property, we can get there as rapidly as to other
countries as far removed. It is not nccessary for us to stay
there as we have been doing for the past 20 years, with a
marine force, for that purpose.

We have been patiently waiting and hoping for the past
8 or 10 years thal our committee would be informed that
it is no longer. necessary to maintain the marines in that
country, that they had accomplished all that they were sent
there to accomplish. In my opinion it is not necessary to
maintain the entire marine force we have in Nicaragua at
this time, but only such a force as required for a legation
guard, and in addition, for a time, the necessary marine
officers to complete the training of the Nicaraguan National
Guard. So, in order that some action may be taken toward
getting our forces out of that country in the tolerably near
future, I intend at the proper time and place, to offer the
following amendment:

No part of any appropriation contained in this act shall be
available after December 31, 1931, for the pay of more than one-
half the number of officers and men of the Marine Corps in Nica-
ragua under orders for the performance of duty than were on
duty in such country on the date of the approval of this act, nor
shall any part of any appropriation contained in this act be avail-
able after May 381, 1932, for the pay of more than a full company
of officers and men of the Marine Corps in Nicaragua under orders
for the performance of duty in such country, except that nothing
herein shall require a reduction to be made in the numbers of
officers and enlisted men of the Marine Corps in Nicaragua on
account of aviation activities.

This to my mind is the best and surest method of our
withdrawal from the Republic of Nicaragua.

I make this declaration based upon the reasons hereto-
fore given and the information that our committee has re-
ceived, as shown in these hearings and considerable con-
fidential information not set forth in the hearings which
shows that at any time we talk of adopting a policy looking
to the withdrawal of the marines from Nicaragua there is
an outery from the President of that country, whoever he
may be, as well as the special interests with property hold-
ing there, to the effect that the Nicaraguans can not protect
the people and especially American property. And there is
another noticeable thing. At any time we even mention
the fact that we should make plans to withdraw a part of
our forces, at once a revolution is started in Nicaragua.
What has taken place down there in the past week is a fair
illustration. No doubt it will be contended that that is
just a coincidence. General McDougal, who is in charge of
our marine forces in Nicaragua, appeared before our com-
mittee and in reply to questions admitted that about 200
men would be sufficient o train the Nicaraguan National
Guards, and, in my opinion, this force is sufficient to super-
vise the election in 1932. [Applause.]

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AYREs]
indicated he intends to introduce an amendment at the
proper time, in effect looking to modifying the expenditure
of money on account of marines in Nicaragua. Probably it
would be better for me to reserve any general statement that
I may wish to make upon this subject until such amend-
ment may be proposed.

I wish merely to make the observation now that when
orderly government breaks down in some part of the world,
it is one of the fine commentaries upon civilization that
usually there is some nation, sometimes the United States,
sometimes another nation, that is able to step into the
breach and to prevent chaos. The United States in Nica-
ragua is following and has been following the course that
this Government has followed during nearly 100 years, with
respect to disturbances that have threatened the lives and
property of our own nationals and the lives and property of
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other people in the various parts of the world. Our entire
history is replete with such illustrations.

In different countries of South and Central America, in
the Hawaiian Islands, in China, and elsewhere, for a day
or for a month, or sometimes for longer periods, when some
government did not possess the power and the sanity to
control a situation and prevent lawlessness, our Govern-
ment has been called upon to step into the breach to
restore order and aid in reestablishment of good govern-
ment.

No one could be more anxious than am I for the time
when the marines may be withdrawn from Nicaragua. In
1925, after having had a contingent of marines in Nicaragua
from 1909, we withdrew. Gentlemen, within one month
revolution occurred. Again we were called back to protect
the lives and properties of the nationals of this country
and of other countries.

Colonel Stimson, before he became Secretary of State,
was sent to Nicaragua by President Coolidge to assist in
working out some sort of stable government about four
years ago. We are all familiar with that. We are fa-
miliar with the call that was made by the Nicaraguan
Government upon our Government to lend them something
of our strength to help maintain the orderly processes of
government. We did so. At one time we had as many as
5,200 marines in Nicaragua. But I am glad to say that
conditions are becoming better. A constabulary known as
a guardia has been established. It is being trained and
orderly processes are being restored. We have been with-
drawing our marines and to-day we have about 1,100 offi-
cers and men in Nicaragua to care for the situation.

For this Congress to attempt to force the situation would
be to add confusion. In my judgment, Congress may well
trust the administration in carrying out a policy that is
unselfish in every factor and that is in harmony with the
best tradition of the past, regardless of administration, for
the maintenance of order and security when for a time reg-
ularly established government has failed. [Applause.]

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman
from Alabama [Mr. OrLiver] 25 minutes.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in connection
with the amendment which the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. Avres] has stated he proposes to offer, I invite the
House to read the hearings on this subject before the
amendment is offered on Thursday. You will find some
very informing facts there set out. In connection with the
statement just made by the gentleman from Idaho [Mr.
FrencH], the hearings disclose that prior to 1925 for more
than 12 years the marines maintained a guard of only 100
in Nicaragua and they had been able to maintain order.
Certainly conditions now in Nicaragua are better than they
were during the years when the guard of 100 proved so
effective. From the hearings it appears that General
Fuller seems to think that 1,000 marines should be kept
there to prevent a mutiny or uprising against American
officers detailed and loaned fo train the military forces of
Nicaragua. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ayres] takes
the position that we are not required, either by the Monroe
doctrine or by any other international obligation, to detail
a large number of military instructors to serve with and
train Nicaraguan troops under the direction of the President
of Nicaragua. It is a rather dangerous principle to an-
nounce that when a government has established itself in
Central America and has been recognized by our Govern-
ment that then our Government should send or maintain
there with the consent of such foreign government a large
part of our military forces to protect such country against
bandits, and to train the military forces of such foreign
government and to permit our officers and enlisted per-
* sonnel assigned to such training to accept, as in the case
of Nicaragua, $215,000 per annum from the Nicaraguan
Government as additional pay.

This, I submit, is a dangerous practice, and should bs dis-
continued. Order has been restored in Nicaragua, two elec-
tions have been held since our marines were last sent there
in 1925, the people of Nicaragua have acquiesced in the
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results of the elections, and they now have an organized
force of about 1,800 of their own people, who have had
military training under capable officers for four years; and
from this it would seem that our Government should
withdraw its forces. There can be no justification for re-
taining a guard of more than 100, if any, under the condi-
tions that now obtain. In this connection it should be said
in justice to-the marines that they are in Nicaragua be-
cause of and pursuant to the direction of the Department
of State.

I did not rise, however, to discuss at length at this time
the situation in Nicaragua, but rather to bring to your at-
tention another matter of vital importance to the Navy.

Mr. AYRES. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. AYRES. As a matter of fact, the hearings show that
the reason they have not a larger guard in Nicaragua is
because they can not afford to pay it, although they only
pay the individuals $10 a month.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. It must be a heavy drain on
Nicaragua to pay $215,000 or more to our marines annually
to train their forces. It has been suggested in the hearings
that the amount spent in Nicaragua by the marines, which
sums are listed, justify on economic grounds the payment of
$215,000 to our marines. Naturally, the party in power may
be willing to pay a reasonable sum, even more than a rea-
sonable sum, in order that they may be kept in power by
the marines. It sets a dangerous precedent, however.

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. ALLGOOD. Is it not also dangerous to our trade in
South America and the West Indies, and do they not resent
the fact that we have kept our marines there and have not
their national law-making bodies passed resolutions to that
effect?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Just how representative the
organizations are that have passed resolutions of that kind,
I am not prepared fto say. I can well understand how it
may be the means of arousing bitter antagonism on the part
of many of those people.

I really rose to discuss, as I have stated, some matters
relating to our officer personnel, and as to which the sub-
committee handling this bill were not in full agreement.

Permit me to join with my friend from EKansas [Mr.
Avres] in paying tribute to our esteemed colleague the
gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Frence]. No one is more
familiar with the facts incident to the preparation of this
important bill than is the gentleman from Idaho. I know
he would not consciously do hurt to the Navy service. He
has to-day, and on many other occasions, spoken in high
praise of naval officers and of the Navy personnel as a
whole. He has called attention to their efficiency, to their
loyalty and devotion to duty. He has observed them in lab-
oratory, in navy yards, in committee rooms. He has seen
them on our ships, at their various stations and work places
here and there, in the discharge of their duties, all of which
serves to well qualify him to pay them a very deserving
tribute, as he has done to-day and on other occasions. As a
part of my remarks, and as indicative of the kindly feeling the
gentleman from Idaho [Mr, FrRencH] has for the officer per-
sonnel of the Navy, I will insert some excerpts from the
hearings of Secretary Adams, where the Secretary and the
genfleman from Idaho paid a high tribute to the former
Chief of the Bureau of Operations, Admiral Hughes. I ask
unanimous consent to insert these statements in the Recorp.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Secretary Apams. Just prior to the Budget hearings on the 1832
estimates certain changes in the operating plans of the fleets be-
came desirable, These changes were of such a nature that they
would necessarily reflect themselves in the operating plans for
the following year; this fact caused Admiral C. F, Hughes to feel
that he should be relieved a few weeks in advance of the date of
his normal retirement in order that these changes might be
initiated under my direction by the incoming Chief of Naval
Operaticns, Admiral W. V. Pratt. The devotion of Admiral Hughes

to his life's work is well known to you and to the Navy; it merited
and received the highest rewards in the naval service, This lask
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act of his career was in keeping with the high ideals of loyalty
and performance of duty which he has consistently shown
throughout his long service of almost half a century,

Mr. Ouver. I know, Mr, Secretary, this committee will give full
and very hearty indorsement to everything you have sald with
reference to Admiral Hughes.

SERVICE OF ADMIRAL HUGHES

Mr. FRencH. Mr. Secretary, I can not permit to pass without
brief mention your reference to the former Chief of Naval Opera-
tions, Admiral Hughes. Mr, Oliver a bit ago indicated the thought
that is in the minds of the members of the committee—that fis,
the very deep regard and high esteem in which we all held Ad-
miral Hughes and now hold him on account of his fine service to
the Navy and to our country. I am sure that the members of the
committee were so deeply impressed with his service that they
would all say that no man ever reflected a higher spirit or a loftier
and more unselfish patriotism and devotion to our institutions
and to the Naval Establishment than did Admiral Hughes during
the time our committee was in contact with him in the great work
he was carrying forward.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. As the gentleman from Idaho
[Mr, Frencu] well said, Admiral Hughes typifies in a splen-
did way the loyalty, the efficiency, and devotion to high duty
shown by the officers of the American Navy.

The report, written by the gentleman from Idaho [Mr.
FrENncH], recommends a reduction of from four to three in
congressional appointees to Annapolis. If you simply con-
sider this recommendation from the standpoint of what may
appear at the time the next class graduates from Annapolis
in June, there is apparently reason and justification for the
recommendation submitted by a majority of the members
of the committee. Before this item is reached in the bill,
however, I invite your careful study of the hearings, begin-
ning on page 123 and concluding on page 126, which pages
I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to insert as a part
of my remarks,

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

EXPLANATION OF CHART ON FUTURE OFFICERS REQUIREMENT
chM;t. FreEncH. You may proceed with your explanation of the
art.

Commander SearroTH. These charts have been based upon the
assumption that every new destroyer that is built is to be regarded
as a replacement for another desiroyer golng out, so that addi-
tional officer personnel would not be required. Every submarine
that we build is to be regarded as a replacement of a submarine
going out of commission, so that additional officer personnel
would not be required there except possibly such personnel as
would be due to increased tonnage. If you put a 600-ton sub-
marine out of commission and build a 1,200-ton submarine to
replace it, there would be a slight increase in officer personnel

uired.
re‘I;n the matter of aircraft carriers the chart is based upon the
assumption that when the second small carrler is completed one
of the larger carriers will be placed in reserve, and that when a
fourth small carrier is completed the second large carrier that we
are now operating would be placed in reserve, that being with a
view to economy.

Mr. FrencH. You were speaking about submarines and destroy-
ers. We now have a considerably larger submarine tonnage than
we are entitled to have under the treaty, and we must drop back
to about 52,500 tons under the treaty. We now have bulilt,
including all classes or types, approximately 89,000 tons.

Commander SHAFROTH. We have considered in here only the
52,600 tons that we are allowed. The other submarines are al-
ready out of commission or they are going out.

Mr. FrencH. The same thing is true with regard to destroyers,
where we will need to decommission some destroyers.

Commander SuHAFrROoTH. The destroyers that we have considered
here are only the destroyers we are carrying under the present
operating force plan. They are considerably under the tonnage
we are allowed by the London treaty. In other words, in this
table which goes only to 1940, we have not built the full number
of destroyers allowed, or axoeeded the present operating destroyer
strength, except that we have included in here six leaders, which
are in addition to the present operating destroyer sirength. The
cruisers, including the cruisers with the flying-off decks are
mnsidered as in addition to the ships that we are now operating.

On July 1, after the graduation of the class of 1830, we had
5,492 uﬂicera as indicated on the yellow (plain) block [indi-
cating]. The requirement was In excess of that, so that we had
to underman certain of the ships. From the 1st of July the
deaths, resignations, and losses that will occur are indicated here
[indicating], up to the first part of June, so that we will proba-
bly drop back to the figure of 5358. If all of the graduating
class of 1931 are commissioned that we can commission, or those
that will qualify, after we have made the usual allotments to
the Supply Corps and Marine Corps, 1t would bring the strength
up to 5,732 officers, which is under the number that we require.
Between July, 1930, and July, 1931, three cruisers would be com-
missioned.
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the next year there will be two cruisers that will come
in, Nos. 383 and 35, and during the year 1933 there will be Nos. 32
and 34 coming in. Those cruisers are now building, and as they
come out, they must be manned. During the year 1934, Nos. 36
and 38 will be commissioned. Also, back here in 1932, we have the
V-7, which will be completed. By the end of 1934, the first of
the new carriers will be commissioned, which aecounts in part
for the requirements we would experience during that year. Dur-
ing 1935 light cruiser No. 37 is expected to be commissioned, and,
in addition, there will be certain other vessels which we assume
will be bullt.

This diagram here shows the officers required for those vessels
that are actually appropriated for or laid down and that will with-
out doubt be completed.

This- table has been built up on a theoretical program under
the London treaty, extending over a period of 10 years, shown in
these red (cross hatched) blocks [indicating]. Beginning with
1934, there are shown certain additions to the ones that we have
actually laid down.

Mr. Avres, As I understand it, all prior to 1834 relates to build-
ing already authorized.

Commander SHEAFROTH. Yes, sir; with one cruiser to be finished
in 1935; but in addition we have assumed that a destroyer leader,
10 destroyers, and a submarine would be completed in 1834. We
hope that these will be authorized this year and completed in
1934. They are, however, as I told you, replacements. I have a
table here indicating year by year the date that we expect to com-
plete each of the vessels that has been laid down.

Mr. Aypes. At the end of 1934, when we have buillt the ships
already authorized, how many officers will we be short?

Commander SmarroTH. We will be 150 officers short, if we com-
mission all the available graduates from the Naval Academy.

Mr. Avres. For what years?

Commander SEAFROTH. From now until 1034. In 1934 we will
be that many short.

Mr. Harpy. How many will you be short?

Commander SmaarroTH. About 150

Mr. FrencH. I wonder if you could insert in the record the
table to which you referred a moment ago.

Commander BaarroTH. I will insert table showing the dates of
completion for the ships actually lald down.

(The table referred to is as follows:)

Table showing actual building program with year in which new
ships are completed

Date of completion, by July 1—

st | 12 | 108 | 1o | e

ov - OVd |
1cL33 | oL#a| CL-86|...

O1-8 {ng-ﬁ }101.-35 L34 | OL38 | CL®

OL-FD..

DD

DDI

88

SF_ V7

c :

1 CL~33 and 35 and V-7 completed in August, 1932.
! CL-34 completed in October, 1933.

Admiral UrmaM. Of course, this represents the maximum. The
average that we will have during the year will be about 150 less
than the maximum, because of the attrition that takes place here
Just as it takes place in the normal fleet. This black line [indi-
cating] shows the average, about 150 less than the maximum
strength, so that in 1934 the average strength will be about 300
under the requirements in place of 150, which would be the
minimum deficit that you would have, and which would occur
immediately after the graduation of the class of 1934.

Mr. ?Arn:s. Does that take into consideration those who may
resign

Commander SHAFROTH. Yes, sir; that will give the average
strength. The difference between the strength in June and the
strength in the following June is what we call the attrition, con-
sisting of deaths, resignations, retirements, and other separations
from the service.

Admiral UpmaMm. I would llke to interpolate a comment here:
Mr. Oliver has sald that Admiral Pratt referred to what I am
now presenting. Admiral Pratf, when shown this large chart
extended to the prospective possible needs as far into the future
as 1940, agreed with me that for the current situation, or the
situation of to-day, we would certainly need to commission the
entire graduating class of 1931.

He did not subscribe to projecting the picture 10 years into the
future for the reason, as he put it, that we might build all the
ships under the treaty, but we might not operate them. That is
somewhat explained by the fact that we have already placed many
ships out of commission, and we now come to Congress with an
operating-force plan for 1932 which is far short of the number of
ships we have built. In the same way, in the future, he says that
when we can learn what the building program is to be, if only
from year to year, but preferably over a period of years, then we
will be able to draw up and put on paper an operating-force plan
which will operate fewer than the total number of ships built.
Then we will be able to come to the committee and say that' this
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is our operating-force plan for which we need this number of
officers. Now, he knows that for this operating-force plan, for the
ships they are building, we will need those midshipmen who grad-
uate this year, and just as soon as he is able to draw up his
operating-force plan for the next three or four years, I feel con-
fident that he will need the midshipmen in each of those classes,
or in each of those three or four years. He said that I m.!ght
quote him as saying he was entirely in accord with me in stating
that we do need the graduating class of 1931.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. On page 127 of the hearings
will be found the chart. It is not allowable to insert in
the Recorp, without the permission of the Joint Committee
on Printing, which I recognize can not be hurriedly secured,
the table appearing on page 127 of the hearings, and which
is very instructive. You will find from this table that even
though you continue the appointments at four, that Navy
Department officials state that the attritions that will occur
in the service the year following the graduation in June of
each year for the next several years, will serve to keep your
personnel below the authorized line-officer strength.

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawail. Will the gentleman yield'-'

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. If you place a limit on the
officer personnel beyond which you can not go and you
expect a regular attrition, the average number of the
personnel throughout the year will be below the limitation,
and that is very important because we will never have
throughout the year at one time up to the maximum allow-
ance.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The gentleman is unquestion-
ably correct, and it was because of that fact and because
of the many new activities in the service that some members
of the committee were and are now opposed to a cut in the
number of present congressional appointments to Annapolis.

This chart, together with the well-prepared and instruc-
tive statements by Commander Shafroth, beginning on page
123, et seq., which I have requested permission to insert, will
be very informing to the Members of the House. Let me
urge all Members to examine the chart referred to, and the
charts appearing on the pages of the hearings next follow-
ing, together with the explanatory statements in connection
therewith.

In this statement of Commander Shafroth, which will be
inserted as a part of my remarks, you will find attention
is called to the fact that in reaching the results shown by
the chart, namely, that the officer line strength for the
next three years will fall below the authorized and required
numbers. No account is taken of ships that will be addi-
tions to the Navy, except and only except such ships as
Congress has authorized to be built and made appropria-
tions for. Attention is called to the further fact that as to
submarines and destroyers every ship of these classes taken
into account represenfs replacements, and no additions to
the force. The ships that represent additions to the force
are those that Congress has not only authorized but made
appropriations to build.

On page 124 will be found a list of the ships now author-
ized and building, some of which will be put in commission
in a few months, the others in the years 1932, 1933, and
1934. The pages inserted, when read in the light of the
charts appearing in the hearings in connection therewith,
demonstrate the necessity of maintaining for the present
the four appointments to Annapolis, if you are to provide
officers for the ships now in commission, and which will
soon be placed in commission.

I am not inviting your attention to these pages nor to this
data to inform you that it is my purpose to offer an amend-
ment relative to this feature of the bill. My hope is, how-
ever, that the Members of this House may give careful study
to these facts so that they may reach an intelligent, indi-
vidual conclusion in reference to the same, since on these
pages will be found information which will cause you to
seriously question the wisdom of the commitiee’s action in
recommending a reduction in present appointments to An-
napolis. I am confident that the other legislative body will
not concur in this recommendation of the House committee.
I am sure no Member of this House will knowingly cast any
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vote that would prevent the ships of the Navy from being
properly manned and efficiently operated. The gentleman
from Idaho [Mr. FrencH] I recognize is just as honest in
his conviction that a reduction can be made with safety and
without hurt as those Members who entertain a different
opinion relative thereto.

Mr. GOLDER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. GOLDER. What cut is provided in this bill?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. A cut of 1—from 4 to 3.

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Would the gentleman mind
mentioning the fact that, according to one of these tables,
126-C, it is shown that beginning in 1936 there will actually
be a less number of officers available than the limitation
placed herein?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The gentleman is correct. I
especially wish at this time to invite your attention to chart
126-A, because that chart is based on four appointments,
the number you now have, and shows that the authorized
line strength will be short in 1932 if all the graduating class
in June is commissioned. The gentleman from Idaho [Mr.
Frencr] has said that we will have in June of this year
about 200 graduates to which no commissions can be given,
because at that time we will perhaps have the full officer
line strength authorized. He fails, however, to call atfen-
tion to the fact that during the fiscal year 1932 you will
have suffered attritions sufficient to reduce the officer
strength below the authorized limit ari below the number
which the department states is required to efficiently man
and operate the ships in commission and which will be in
commission in 1932.

Though the gentleman from Idaho has paid tribute to
naval officers, I recognize that they can make mistakes, and
do; but when you find the present as well as the former
Chief of Operations, to whom is infrusted the operation of
this important service; the commander of the Baitle Fleet;
the commander of the United States Fleet; the commander
of the Asiatic Fleet, all in agreement with the department
officials in Washington as to the need for more officers, I
submit this should serve to invite the very careful study of
every Member of the House of the facts set out in the
hearings on which their conclusions are based.

Mr, BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield for one ques-
tion?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I will be pleased to yield.

Mr. BLANTON. If we continue graduating the same
number of midshipmen each year from the Naval Academy
at Annapolis—for instance, one for each Member of the
House—how is that going to affect the limitation on officers?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The table which I have called
your attention to gives it in such a concise way and so
much better than I can——

Mr. BLANTON. Will it keep on increasing every year
beyond the limit?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. No; and the gentleman will find
from the chart referred to an actual shortage in the author-
ized line strength during the next few years.

Mr. BLANTON. Can not the gentleman just tell us con-
cretely yes or no?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. With the large class to be
graduated in June, if all are commissioned, the attritions
occurring in 12 months thereafter will reduce the line
officers below the authorized strength.

Mr. BLANTON. Then how about 1932, 1933, and 1934?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The same in 1932 and 1933.
Read the charts and the gentleman will get the information
much more accurafely and in a much more convincing way,
I think, than I can state it.

Mr. BLANTON. If I may ask one further question, these
men pledge themselves to give three years' service to the
country?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I think it is two years after
graduation.
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Mr. BLANTON. I was under the impression that it was
three years.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. It may be.

Mr. BLANTON. A great many of them are resigning
very soon after they graduate, and some even before they
graduate. Are we in any way encouraging them to resign
or retire so as to keep the number of officers within the
limitation?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. No; I think not. I am very
glad the gentleman asked that question. If you should ask
my opinion as the most important thing that could now be
done to stimulate the morale in the service and to best
bring contentment and satisfaction to the officer personnel,
especially in the lower grades, I would say pass a well-
considered personnel bill that will give hope to the young
officers of the Navy that they will be considered, if their
service records are satisfactory, for promotion on through
the years they will be required to serve. [Applause.]

There is no legislation more important at this time to
both the Navy and the Army, than a personnel bill care-
fully drafted, so that the young officer may reasonably
hope for promotion in the future. It is because of the
fact that in the Navy, as well as in the Army, under the
existing law, the young officer is not promised an orderly
and regular flow of promotion that he becomes discouraged
and dissatisfied.

Mr, BLANTON. I want to ask the gentleman a further
question—it is not the gentleman's committee, but has the
gentleman made a check-up to see what effect the grad-
uating of the regular class at West Point is having on the
proper limitation of Army officers?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I am not very familiar with
Army personnel matters.

Mr. BLANTON. But the two legislative committees—the
Army and the Navy—should coordinate on that proposition.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I think that is a happy thought,
and if the two committees could do so it would be helpful
to both services. Recently I had occasion to make an inquiry
of General Fechet, the head of the Army Aviation Service,
as to whether reserve officers graduating from the excellent
Army aviation school conducted in the gentleman's State
of Texas, could be considered now or in the near future for
a commission. He informed me that because of the limita-
tion placed on the officer strength there had been no va-
cancies for some time, and he saw little chance in the
future to consider those young officers for regular com-
missions.

That leads me to say that the gentleman from Idaho
recognizes that he must provide some method different from
that which now obtains to supply the officers needed for
naval aviation. It is his hope that Congress may give ap-
proval to the giving of commissions for a limited term,
say, two or three years, to young men graduating from our
colleges and universities of recognized standing, who after
a course of training at Pensacola and San Diego can qualify
as aviation pilots. It is his thought that you would secure
in this way a sufficient number of pilots each year who are
well qualified to fit into the Navy service, and who, after
serving for a term of two or three years, will be willing to
retire to civil life.

In the first place, it is very doubtful whether you would
find these young men, when drawn into the service in large
numbers, willing to go back into civil life at the expiration
of short terms. Certainly, if we continue to be confronted
with an unemployment situation such as now exists there
would be little chance for Congress to refuse regular com-
missions, where they were shown to be efficient.

I recognize, however, that the suggestion of the gentle-
man from Idaho is worthy of consideration, but it must be
worked out, as the gentleman from Texas has suggested, in
connection with the Army, because the same condition ob-
tains there as in the Navy. You can not establish one policy
for the Navy and a different policy for the Army, and I doubt
whether the plan would have the approval of either service;
and, also, I question favorable action by Congress on the
plan.
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Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I yield.

Mr. BLANTON. Can the gentleman give the committee
the benefit of any knowledge he has of what efforts are being
exerted toward creating one department for national defense
and coordinating all of the air services under one head?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I remember that that matter
was seriously discussed in past years, but my information is
that the study of the question led the services to conclude
that it was unwise. Great Britain and other governments
have, I understand, voiced recent disapproval.

Mr. BLANTON. But in that investigation and in that
conclusion there might be the element of personal interest
and selfishness on the part of various officers of the different
services. It has been stated by experts that it would save
the Government $100,000,000 a year to have one department
of national defense. It does seem to me that that is a ques-
tion for the Congress to determine and not for these depart-
ments,

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The gentleman has been here
long enough to know that you must not always rely on esti-
mates of savings suggested by those who have pet theories
and policies which they wish to put into effect.

Mr. BLANTON. Well, Col. Billy Mitchell was quite an
expert. He had his wings trimmed because he seemed to be
in the way of somebody else, just as one of the most distin-
guished marines has just been treated; but, after all, trim-
ming his wings does not take anything away from the value
of his judgment.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The suggestion of the gentle-
man from Texas is in line with what some able officers have
thought should be further considered. One of the most im-
portant arms of the service in both Navy and Army is avia-
tion, and its importance and effectiveness will continue to
engage the thoughtful study of Congress and the officers in
all of our military forces.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. ABERNETHY. What is going to happen to all the
graduates at the Naval Academy? Can the gentleman give
us any information about that?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The gentleman was not here
when I made reference to it, and, without repeating, if the
gentleman will examine pages 123 to 126 of the hearings I
think he will conclude what should be done in reference to
them. The gentleman from Idaho [Mr. FreEncH] recognizes
that the number of officers detailed to the aviation branch
of the Navy service has been steadily and rapidly increasing
and will continue to increase. The number of officers now
assigned to aviation is 783.

If this number of 783 now detailed for aviation was avail-
able for line duty, there would be no shortage in officers to
man the ships. That is what the Chief of Operations, the
commander of the Battle Fleet, the Secretary of the Navy,
and the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation had in mind when
attention was called to the shortage in officer personnel to
man the ships and other stations.

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Is it not a fact that the smaller
the vessel the greater the percentage of officers required,
and does the gentleman recall the particular tabulation on
page 150? I wish the gentleman would include that in his
remarks.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. With the permission of the
committee I will be glad to do so.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The table referred to is as follows:

Afrcraft carrier, Seratoga, 4.5 per cent. Alrcraft—36 fighting
planes, 12 scouting planes, 18 bombing planes, 21 per cent.

Battleship, Colorado, 4.7 per cent.

Light cruiser, Pensacola, 5.26 per cent.

Destroyer, Williamson, 5.8 per cent.

Submarine fleet, V-6, 7.5 per cent.
Submarine, 5-20, 10.3 per cent.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I implore the membership of
the House to read these very informing statements before
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important items about which differences exist are finally dis-
posed of.

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. CONNERY. How does the gentleman feel about
these naval air races that we have been reading of in the
newspapers and that Mr. Ingalls recommended an appro-
priation for before the committee?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Frankly, I feel it would be
unwise to undertake to build a ship simply for the purpose
of entering it in a race. We had an interesting statement
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. LaGuarpial, who is
interested and qualified to speak informingly on that sub-
ject. My understanding is that he purposes to present an
amendment seeking to increase the appropriation for ex-
perimental studies with a view of increasing the speed of
our planes.

Mr. CONNERY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I yield.

Mr. CONNERY. I think the gentleman from Alabama
will agree with me that naval aviation is the eye of the
Navy, and the Army plane is the eye of the Army. As a
former soldier I am interested in speed of that sort so that
we can keep aviation up to the standard of other countries,
because if we do not and there should come a war, we are at
their mercy.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. It is a matter of greafest im-
portance. When the gentleman from New York presents
his amendment to increase the appropriation for experi-
mental tests, I hope he will have a good audience, and that
sufficient time may be given to have the matter fully dis-
cussed.

We are carrying a large appropriation for experimental
tests and research; but if the amount is shown to be in-
sufficient, I will be very glad to vote for an increase.

Mr. CONNERY. I am very deeply interested in it, because
during the World War I saw a picture of it where my own
regiment was on the side of a hill. There were no American
planes above us to defend us, and the Germans came over,
leaving a smoke frail to show the position of our regiment,
and we lost many men killed on that hillside due to lack of
aviation.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Enowing how alert the gentle-
man from Massachusetts is in keeping up with all informa-
tion relative to these matters, I know he understands that
we have made rapid progress in aviation since that date,
and that we are not now lagging behind any country so far
as reliability of planes is concerned nor in the efficiency of
our pilot personnel. We may not have planes quite so
speedy as some abroad, but we have planes of every type
capable of satisfactory and reliable performance. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama yields
back 10 minutes.

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman
from Arkansas [Mr. GLover] five minutes.

Mr. GLOVER. Mr, Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of
the committee, I desire to discuss with you during the time
allotted to me Senate bill No. 4123, known as the Glenn
bill.

In my opinion there is not a bill on the calendar for con-
sideration of more importance than this bill. I am on the
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation in the House, and
early in the beginning of this Congress we began the study
of this subject of giving relief to drainage and levee dis-
tricts, so as to save the lands to the farmers in those dis-
tricts. A number of bills on this subject were introduced
and referred to this committee, one of which was intro-
duced by me.

This is an act to provide for the aiding of farmers in any
State by the making of loans to drainage districts, levee dis-
tricts, and other political subdivisions.

The bill passed the Senate several months ago and was
sent to the House, and was there referred to the Commit-
tee on Irrigation and Reclamation, where it has been care-

fully considered, and has been amended so that no one, in
my opinion, who knows the distress of many of the farmers
living in these districts, would vote against it if given a
chance to do so. The bill has been favorably and unani-
mously reported out by the Committee on Irrigation and
Reclamation in the House and is now on the calendar,
where it has been for many days.

If the Rules Committee would grant us a rule for the
consideration of this bill, it would pass the House by a large
majority in my opinion. Recently 135 Representatives in
Congress and representing 34 States signed a petition ask-
ing the Rules Committee to grant us a rule for the consid-
eration of this bill. The Rules Committee has heard the
pleas of these men for three days and has had ample time
to grant the rule, and thus far they have not done so.
Will this Committee on Rules disregard the request of 135
of its Members to grant us the right to have this bill con-
sidered on the floor of the House? If this is done, then we
can no longer say that Congress is a deliberative body
except at the will of the all-powerful Rules Committee, to
say what subjects shall be deliberated upon.

Section 1 of this bill provides that the Secretary of the
Interior is authorized to loan out of the revolving fund
hereaffer created to any such district or legal entity an
amount sufficient to redeem such bonds, certificates of in-
debtedness, or lawful indebtedness under such restrictions
and conditions as hereinafter set forth.

Section 3 provides that loans shall be made only to the
legally constituted authority which has issued the bonds, or -
its successors in interest, and not until the Secretary of the
Interior has satisfied himself by such examination of the
engineering works, for which the legal obligations were is-
sued, as he may deem necessary, of the reasonably successful
operation thereof, and the lands designed to be benefited by
these works are receiving benefit to a reasonable degree.

The bill provides that the Secretary of the Interior shall
make, or cause to be made, an appraisal of the value of the
taxable property of each district making application for a
loan as well as of its economic value, and no loan shall be
made until the Secretary is satisfled that it will be paid at
maturity.

The bill further provides that the Secretary of the Inte-
rior before making the loan must be satisfied that satisfac-
tory legal authority exists for and ample provisions have
been made to annually tax the taxable property accepted as
security for the bonds issued sufficient to pay the mainte-
nance expenses of the district for a period equaling the life
of the loan.

The bill further provides that beginning at the end of
10 years the annual taxes must be sufficient to establish a
sinking fund which will retire the loan at the maturity dates
fixed by the Secretary of the Interior. All money collected
for the sinking fund must be deposited in the Treasury of
the United States to the credit of the debtor, but may be
transferred into the revolving fund by the Treasurer of
the United States on application by the Secretary of the
Interior.

Section 4 of the bill provides that the Secretary of the
Interior is hereby authorized and empowered to negotiate
with the owners and holders of the bonds and other evi-
dences of debts of the various districts hereinbefore referred
to for the purpose of compromising and reducing the amount
of existing indebtedness, both of principal and interest, and
the Secretary of the Interior is accordingly given full power
and authority to make such adjustments before the loans
herein provided are made.

You can readily see from these provisions that no loans
would be made except those that are absolutely sound and
which, in the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior,
would pay out according to the provisions of the loan.

Under section 4 many thousands of dollars can be saved
to the landowners in settlements made by the Interior De-
partment with those holding the bonds, because many of the
districts are now in the hands of the receiver, and those
holding the bonds would be willing to take their losses now.
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Section 5 of the bill provides that loans shall be made for
a period not exceeding 40 years, to be determined by the
Secretary of the Interior in each case, which shall bear
interest at a rate of 3 per cent per annum, payable an-
nually, provided, however, that during the first 5 years of
the loan the interest may, in the discretion of the Secretary
of the Interior, accrue and be payable during the succeeding
years of the loan in equal annual installments.

The most of these bonds are now bearing 6 per cent inter-
est. Under the provisions of this bill there would be a
saving of 3 per cent interest on the bonds, and no interest
charge at all for a period of five years. Then the indebted-
ness is to be carried for a period of 40 years at a rate of
interest not exceeding 3 per cent. The saving in interest
alone under the provisions of this bill would soon mature
these bonds and have the lands absolutely free from in-
debtedness.

Section 6 of the bill provides that—

Whenever any district shall have sold any property In sald
district for unpaid taxes and shall have bought in the same, and
shall hold the title to such land, then the Secretary of the Interior
shall require, when any loan is made to said district, that the
district allow the owner at the time of such sale and purchase,
or his heirs at law, executors, administrators, or assigns, to re-
purchase said land for no greater sum than that for which it was
sold and purchased, plus taxes which have accrued on the same
since the date of said sale: Provided, however, That the owner,
his heirs at law, executors, administrators, assigns, or grantees
shall exercise such right within two years after the date of said
purchase by the district and the district shall, at the time of the
exercising of the right to repurchase, hold title to the lands
* sought to be redeemed.

Under the provisions of this section the landowner whose
lands have forfeited will have a chance to redeem them if
they have been bought in by the district, and repossess his
own lands by paying whatever taxes have accrued on the
lands by that time. Ninety-five millions of dollars are au-
thorized to be appropriated under this bill for the carrying
out of this provision, and further provides that an appro-
priation not exceeding $19,000,000 shall be made annually.

This safeguards the bill and gives ample time for the
Interior Department to make its investigation of each dis-
trict seeking a loan, and to determine whether or not the
loan would be safe to the Government.

The bill further provides that the Secretary of the In-
terior shall make all reasonable and necessary regulations
for carrying into effect the purpose of this act.

In order to show you how this bill would affect my State,
let me give you a few figures. In Arkansas we have 2,183,015
acres of land that are in bonded districts. Of this number
of acres we have 119,759 acres in cultivation. The assessed
valuation of these lands is $29,689,454.23. There are 31,687
landowners in Arkansas that own these lands. The drain-
age taxes this year on these lands are $1,844,779.79. Of this
number of acres, 321,289 acres were delinquent this year.
The amount of delinquent bonds this year were $522,000.

From these figures one can readily see how much help and
profit this would be to the farmers of Arkansas.

We have in one county in my district more than 60,000
acres of land that have forfeited for taxes which were levied
for levee and drainage building which went into and formed
a part of the flood control of the Mississippi. These lands
border on and are near the Mississippi River.

There are at least six or more counties in my district that
are vitally interested in this legislation—the counties of
Lonoke, Arkansas, Jefferson, Desha, Lincoln, and a parf of
Drew. Many thousand acres of the finest lands in qur State
are embraced in these counties, and much of the land, on
account of the heavy burden of taxes and on account of the
condition created by the proposed Jadwin plan of the con-
trol of the Mississippi, has been placed in a desperate con-
dition.

The people have been exceedingly discouraged, nof
knowing what was going to be the final outcome of all of
their land holdings. The flood of 1927 and the excessive
rainfall before and since then in that section have caused the
production in several years to decrease. Then, last year we
had the worst drought that has ever visited any State.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

FEBRUARY 10

When these lands are forfeited and no taxes collected on
them, then the burden of taxation is heaped heavily on
those that do pay in order to maintain a county and State
government. Under the law of Arkansas, if lands are for-
feited and sold for State and county taxes, the State buys
them in, and thereafter they are not taxable so long as the
title remains in the State. Of course, a lien is placed on all
of these lands for the purpose of levy and drainage purposes,
and if the tax is not paid and a foreclosure was had by the
owner of the bonds the property owners would lose their
title, and it would go into the possession and ownership of
the district that was formed in which it was situated.

Before the standard levee as proposed by the engineers of
the War Department was built it was necessary that the
owners take care of the storm waters that found their natu-
ral outlet in Desha County through Cypress Creek drainage
system, which system appears to have been formed by
natural causes many years before any levee construction had
been underfaken. About the year 1910 this survey was un-
dertaken by the Department of Agriculture, and soon after
the completion of the survey a bill was introduced in the
Arkansas Legislature creating the Cypress Creek district.
The preamble of the bill recites that the drainage district
was being constructed for the purpose of closing the Cypress
Creep Gap, thereby making it possible for the Government
to build its standard levee for the purpose of controlling the
waters of the Mississippi and which forms a part of the
flood control.

The property owners were told, and it was understood by
all the property owners, that the standard levee anticipated
the highest possible stage that could exist and that we would
have a territory forever protected from the ravages of the
Mississippi River. The Cypress Creek drainage project was
financed, so far as the survey was concerned, by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, and the act which created the district
provided that the levee district might use its funds in assist-
ing in this project. In other words, both the levee and the
drainage acts anticipated a levee system and not a drain-
age system.

Desha County has approximately 480 sections of land lying
in what has heretofore been known as the protected area—
that is, on the land side of the controlled levee. In these
480 sections of land are approximately 310,000 acres, and
the 310,000 acres are bonded for more than $30 per acre,
when all the bonded indebtedness has been taken into con-
sideration and the accumulated interest necessary to redeem
these bonds. '

The situation described above in my district is a similar
situation to that facing the people in many States. There
are 34 States vitally interested in this legislation. There is
no legislation that is now or has been before Congress that
is of more importance fo the agricultural interests of the
United States than this bill provides for.

If you really want to help agriculture, pass this bill, and it
will accomplish more than the Haugen bill has accomplished
or ever will accomplish, unless it is amended and made more
effective than it is now, and which should be done before
this Congress closes. [Applause.]

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Sanpers] such time as he may desire to use.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recog-
nized for one hour.

Mr. SANDERS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I am very much
in favor of the legislation which has been discussed by
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. GrLover], but I rise for
the purpose of calling attention to another matter. Since
this Congress convened there has been much discussion on
the floor of the House as to whether or not we shall pay
to the ex-service men their adjusted-service certificates.
Bills have been introduced on that subject, referred to the
Ways and Means Committee, and hearings have been held,
and there is a pressure to have some legislation enacted at
this session of Congress, and I hope the proposed legislation
passes and the ex-service men are given the relief to which
they are entitled. I have already gone on record in favor
of this legislation, and I now ask unanimous consent to
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revise and extend my remarks on that question and to in-
corporate some resolutions passed by the American Legion
post at Mineola, Tex., and also some resolutions on that
subject passed by the Legislature of the State of Texas, both
of which I heartily indorse.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the remainder of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the
Recorp by printing certain resolutions. Is there objec-
tion?

There was no objection.

The resolutions are as follows:

Luckerr CocHrRAN Post, No. 296,
THE AMERICAN LEGION,
Mineola, Tez., February 2, 1931.

Resolutions indorsing Wright Patman bill, or immediate cash
payment of adjusted-service certificates

Whereas there is now pending in the Congress of the United
States House bill No. 3493, known as the Wright Patman bill,
providing for the immediate cash payment of the adjusted-service
compensation certificates to the veterans of the World War; and

Whereas there is at this time widespread suffering throughout
our country, especially among the more than 3,000,000 World War
veterans and thelr families, many of whom are destitute and
suffering for the actual necessities of life; and

Whereas we believe the payment and distribution of more than
$3,000,000,000 would tend to relieve suffering humanity as well
as the financial stress through which the Nation is passing:
Therefore be it

Resolved, That we, as citizens and ex-service men in mass
meeting assembled, hereby give our unanimous indorsement to
the Wright Patman bill providing for the immediate cash pay-
ment of the adjusted-service compensation certificates due the
veterans of the World War; second, be it further

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded imme-
diately to each of our Representatives in Congress, Morcan G.
Sanpers, and Senators Morris SHEPPARD and Tom CONNALLY; &
copy each sent to National American Legion headquarters and
department headquarters, Austin, Tex., a copy spread upon the
minutes of this post; and a copy furnished each of the five papers
of the county for publication.

Respectfully submitted.

C. E. NEsBITT,

Chairman Resolutions Commitiee,
Luckett Cochran Post, No, 296, Mineola, Tezx.

Adopted by a vote of 114 to 0.

B. A, ParrisH, Post Commander.
Geo. E. HucHES, Adjutant.

House Concurrent Resolution 10

Whereas our country is faced with the greatest unemployment
crisis that it has undergone in its history; and
Whereas among the millions of unemployed are many veterans
of the World "War who served in the Army, Navy, and marine
forces for approximately a dollar a day while many others were
drawing high wages and others were making great profits from
thé sale of war materials; and
Whereas there was passed by the National Congress a bill giving
such veterans an insurance policy payable in 20 years, the amount
conditioned on the length of their service; and
Whereas there are measures pending in the National Congress
to pay those policies in cash or to issue negotiable bonds that
could be cashed by the holders of these policies; and
Whereas such measures would greatly relieve the distressed con-
dition of a large number of veterans and would tend to greatly
improve the economic condition of our country by placing more
money in circulation: Therefore be it
Resolved by the House of Represeniatives of the State of Tezas
(the Senate concurring), That we indorse and ask the passage by
the Congress of the United States of such measures as will secure
for the veterans of the World War the payment of their insurance
poltr.;.nleﬁ in cash at face value at the earliest possible time; be it
further
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to each Member
of the House of Representatives and each Senator from Texas in
the Congress of the United States.
Frep H. MiNorT,
Speaker of the House.
Lovise SNow PHINNEY,
Chief Clerk of the House.
FreEp C. HarDING,
President pro tempore of the Senate.
Bos BARKER,
Secretary of the Senate.

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the
gentleman from Washington [Mr. MitLer]l. [Applause.]

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman and members of the com-
mittee, I might well entitle my remarks “The Neglected
Area in the National Defense.” g
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A properly planned and a properly balanced defense of
our seacoast is the province and duty of the two military
branches of the Government—the Army and the Navy. It
is their definite sphere of action. It is to them that the
American people look for protection from invasion in time
of war and to them and them only can they turn for security
and safety.

America was colonized from the seacoast. It is probably
the outstanding great country of the world as an example
of coastal colonization. From the beginning the interior of
our counfry has been colonized by the overflow of coastal
population. No great flow of people over the inland border
has ever taken place in our national history. Hence the
grea;.g cities of America are on the seacoast, open to the
world.

Our great railway systems lead from the interior of the
country to the coast. To these world ocean ports go our
products and our commerce. This was and is perfectly
natural in order that our productions reach the world
markets and that the imports reach our people.

Following the Atlantic coast beginning in the North we
find the great cities of Boston, New York, Philadelphia,
Baltimore, Washington, the National Capital, and the lesser
cities of Charleston and Sava directly on the ocean’s
front. The same only in a lesser degree is the great city of
New Orleans. Mobile and Galveston are on the open sea.
On the Pacific coast we find the great cities similarly sit-
uated on the ocean front. Los Angeles, San Francisco, Oak-
land, and the cities of Puget Sound are ocean ports. Port-
land, Oreg., is practically on the sea.

All of these populous cities with their people and their
national wealth are exposures that must be reckoned with
when we speak of the national defense in its broadest sense,
and it is to the Army and Navy that they must turn for
protection. Not only are these great cities to be kept in
security but the intervening coast line where an expedition
may be landed in emergency must be likewise guarded and
protected. It will thus be appreciated that with the entire
Atlantic coast, the Gulf coast, and the Pacific coast, with
every city and every mile a potential landing place for
hostile forces, that the security and safety of our people
from attacks from the sea is the greatest conception of the
national defense.

Now, if there is any area or sector in this entire coast line
where adequate and proper defense is not provided, where
the national security is not fulfilled—the people of that area
or locality are in peril

THE NORTH PACIFIC COAST OPEN TO ATTACK

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, let me
call your closest attention to the North Pacific coast. From
San Francisco north to the Arctic Circle there is nothing
worthy of being called a coast defense, either from land,
sea, or air., Portland, Oreg., can be easily defended in an
emergency from attack by sea, but there is no air defense.

But what of the Puget Sound area? There is the Nation's
weak, I might say, weakest point in the entire coast line of
America. While we may all recognize the interdepartmental
relations of the Army and Navy—that the Army is to defend
the coast line and that all naval activities are to accompany
the fleet—there are in this area little, if any, adequate Army
activities to be made use of by that branch of the service and
no naval activities in the least that could or would accom-
pany the fleet in any possible emergency. There are no
naval or Army air defenses north of San Francisco and no
move to establish such appears to inferest either the Navy
Department or the War Department. It appears that both
these military branches of the Government are willing to let
this great exposure exist in neglect. Southern California—
the extreme tip of southern California only—appears to be
in the eye of both Army or Navy. It is there the Navy goes
and there it remains.

The Pacific fleet visits Puget Sound only occasionally, and
then hastens back to California and to the much-coveted
and yearned-for southern tip of that State. No Pacific
Fleet nor any unit of it ever turns to the north when leaving
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Puget Sound and seeks out the added peril to the north
Pacific coast arising out of the existence of the Alaskan
Archipelago.

On Puget Sound is located the great naval industrial unit
of the coast—the only navy yard capable of accommodating
our major ships eit¢her for repairs or docking. The Pacific
torpedo station is likewise there—the only supply of torpe-
does on the coast is centered there. These two indispensable
land units to keep afloat the Pacific Fleet are in this neg-
lected area wide open to air attack from the open Pacific
50 miles to the west.

Our people in this locality, realizing the open and helpless
condition of the Puget Sound Navy Yard and the Pacific
torpedo station some years ago, prompted by the patriotic
desire to help cure this neglect—do their part—donated to
the Government the only tract of land topographically and
from wind-cwrrent standpoints available for a Navy air base.
This tract was accepted, and from that time to this develop-
ment has dragged and dribbled along with an amazing
indifference to utilize this donation as any substantial ele-
ment of the national defense. Up to the present time there
has been expended on the Seattle or Sand Point Air Station
the sum of some $855,000. Such as they are in their incom-
plete forms are well designed®and practical, but no Navy air
force or unit has been installed nor is there even a prospect
of such units being installed there in the near future. When
we consider the fact that there is not a naval or an Army
flying field north of San Francisco nor a flying force of any
kind or character in the entire north Pacific coast, we are
amazed that this condition should not attract the interest
of the Navy Department.

Puget Sound can not be defended by air forces coming
from the lower tip of California. Only a few months ago
the Navy Department ordered two Navy flyers to proceed to
Alaska to assist in finding some lost aviators in the wilds
and it took five days for these machines to reach Seattle from
San Diego. Everything is in readiness at Sand Point for
the development to proceed to the point of installing Navy
flying units but it is held back by lack of Budget estimates
and allowances arising fundamentally and in the first in-
stance by lack of Navy interest in the field and lack of
emphasis and enterprise.

Last year the Navy appropriation carried $75,000 for some
specific items. This year this bill H, R. 16968 carries $82,-
000, $50,000 of which is in payment for 26 acres of land
authorized to be purchased at the last session of Congress
to round out the field, leaving the sum of $32,000 for power
house, distributing system, roads, and walks.

The original authorization for the first or initial 5-year
development program carried something like $1,115,000 and
under this authorization substantial progress was made to
the sum of $855,000, but during the years 1930 and 1931
work has practically stopped.

I have repeatedly appeared before the department and
before the Appropriations Committee of the Congress for
sufficient funds to complete the initial program—get the field
on its feet so o speak. When this is done, naval flying units
installed, with equipment assigned, this neglected and over-
locked area will afford at least some defense from the air in
emergency without relying on forces a thousand miles dis-
tant. The Appropriations Committee is bound by the Budget
estimates. The responsibility for the present neglected con-
dition rests with the Navy Department.

Puget Sound with its navy yard and torpedo station, aside
from its great Pacific transcontinental railway tferminal
facilities and its commercial and maritime importance, is a
sensitive point in our national defense now too long neglected.
Destruction of these two great naval industrial units by an
air raid from the open Pacific would leave the Pacific Fleet
at the mercy of a hostile force.

I urgently call this to the attention of the Navy Depart-
ment, the War Department, and especially to the Director
of the Budget with the hope that this unprotected area may
cease to be the one inviting and attractive place for an
attack that would be felt throughout the Nation. [Ap-
plause.]

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

FEBRUARY 10

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fortl.

Mr. FORT. Mr. Chairman and members of the com-
mittee, about a year ago I introduced an amendment to
the rules of the House, which I have never discussed on the
floor. It relates to the constitutional privilege of Mem-
bers of the House. The pertinent provisions of the Con-
stitution are, first, that—

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish

its Members for disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of
two-thirds, expel a Member;

and, second, that—

they [the Senators and Representatives] shall in all cases, except
treason, felony, and breach of the peace, be privileged from arrest
during their attendance at the session of their respective Houses
and in going to and returning from the same.

Then follows the language to which I have special reference
in what I shall say to-day:

And for any speech or debate in either House they [the Senators
and Representatives] shall not be questioned in any other place.

This last provision, generally known as the immunity
provision, has been interpreted very broadly both in the
courts and in the House and Senate of the United States.

In this House a citizen has been censured, after arrest by
the Sergeant at Arms, for an attack upon a Member deliv-
ered in a public park in this city because of remarks made
by the Member on the floor relating to the citizen. In
other legislative bodies to which this provision relates sim-
ilar action has been taken, which amounts to a denial to
the citizen of any right anywhere to show even any an-
noyance at remarks made about him on the floor of a
legislative body. The language of this provision of the
Constitution is so broad and its effect so strips the citizen
of any right whatever in the premises that I introduced
an amendment to the rules of the House in December,
1929, and may I say it was then introduced because it was
the very beginning of a legislative session and I desired to
bring the matter up at a time when it could not be thought
to have particular reference to any particular instance
which had occurred in any legislative body.

The rule which I infroduced contains two clauses. The
first creates, as an addition to the list of standing commit-
tees of the House of Representatives, “ a committee on the
abuse of privilege in speech or debate, to consist of five
members.” The second branch of the rule confers powers
on that committee in the following language:

The committee on the abuse of privilege in spéech or debate
may hold hearings for the purpose of determining whether a
Member, in any speech or debate for which under the Constitu-
tion he may not be questioned in any other place, has made any
untrue charge, accusation, or statement with respect to any per-
son, if complaint is made to such committee by such person or by
a Member, and upon reaching its determination the committee

shall report its findings to the House with such recommendations
with regard to discipline, if any, as it may deem advisable.

I want to discuss briefly the immunity provision of the
Constitution and this rule as a possible cure of abuses which,
I am proud to say, have been far more frequent in other
bodies than in the House of Representatives. However, as
this body gives, concededly, in the minds of the American
people to-day the outstanding example of how a legislative
body should conduct itself, it has occurred to me as proper
and desirable that we should be the first to go upon record
as conferring upon the citizens of the United States some
form of protection against our own Members, which all
legislative bodies should have. [Applause.]

Now, this provision in the Constitution conferring im-
munity is, both in the popular mind and in the minds of
members of some legislative bodies, somewhat misconstrued.
There is a definite limitation to words spoken in debate.
It is true that the Supreme Court, in the Kilbourn case,
somewhat extended that language so as to include within
the scope of the immunity of Members matters contained
in resolutions, which would necessarily have to be read, in
the reports of committees, and things of that sort.

But it is perfectly clear that this immunity, and the
public, I think, is entitled to be so advised, does not cover
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anything that may be said by the member of a legislative
body anywhere except in the sessions of the body itself.
What is said in the meeting of a committee or in the lobby
of the House is not privileged. The privilege is given on
the floor of this body, because somewhere, it is conceded
by the Constitution, there must exist a forum where men
may freely speak their views, but it applies only to the
actual making of the speech or filing the document in the
House. I would suggest to the members of some legis-
lative bodies that, however, there is no sacredness about
matter released to the press.

In my own State some years ago I happened to be coun-
sel in a suit for libel. The basis of the suit was the allega-
tion that a lawyer and his client who had filed a bill in
equity charging fraud against others had handed a copy of
that bill to the press, and our highest court held that that
was a libelous publication, although the bill as filed in the
office of the clerk was privileged against suit for libel.

The sole privilege that a Member has or should have is to
speak here, and I firmly believe that the immunity does
not extend to or cover any Member who has sought to
secure the publication of slanderous attacks on citizens by
handing a copy of those attacks to the press, even though
the words have been or subsequently are uftered on the
floor. I doubt, personally, whether even their publication
in the ConcressioNAL Recorp under all circumstances is
privileged.

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORT. I yield.

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. The gentleman knows, of
course, there is a lot of well-founded sentiment that there
should not be any immunity even for words uttered on the
floor, and I would like to have the gentleman state, funda-
mentally, why there should be such immunity.

Mr. FORT. The history of the immunity provision is
that in the early days of parliamentary government in Eng-
land, the King reached his long arm even into the Parlia-
ment, under the alien and sedition laws that then prevailed,
and punished members for there speaking freely their opin-
ions about his conduct of the government. From that there
grew the general feeling in parliamentary bodies—and this
immunity is not peculiar to the provisions of the United
States Constitution but attaches generally in parliamentary
bodies the world over—that somewhere in the public inter-
est there should be a place where a man could freely, and
without fear, threat, or compulsion from anybody, speak his
opinion on any subject whether it be agreeable to those at
the top of the government or whether it even be popular
for him so to speak.

It has been stated in the debate on some of the questions
which have arisen on this subject in the past in this House—
on questions that have arisen in protecting the Members
under their immunity—that in other nations, as here, mem-
bers have been subject to physical attack, and that if that
happened in a community where the sentiments uttered by
the Member were not the will of the public generally, the
Member would be unable to procure redress in the ordinary
course—for instance, it might happen in the District of
Columbia, although we have a very pacific population here,
that a Member might make statements on a District of
Columbia matter which would make it very difficult, if he
were attacked on account of it, to secure indictment or
conviction—that somewhere there must reside a power to
protect the right in a legislative assembly to free speech,
and that only by conferring on the membership—and this is
the point of what I have to say—an absolute immunity, not
to be questioned in any other place, can such free speech
on public questions be protected.

The purpose of the rule I offer is what seems to me to be
the absolute and inescapable converse of immunity from
being questioned in any “ other ” place, namely, that on the
floor of this House or any other legislative body there shall
be set up a forum where the man may be questioned in the
place of utterance as to the propriety and the honesty of his
statements.
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Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORT. I yield.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Would not such a rule as the
gentleman proposes be so in conflict with the immunity pro-
visions of the Constitution as to practically nullify the
immunity part of the Constitution?

Mr. FORT. The gentleman, I think, has overlooked the
fact that he may be questioned only on the floor of the body
where the remarks are made. Does the gentleman think
that his fellow Members of the House of Representatives
would make a ruling in the case of any utterance he might
make on this floor that would improperly hamper the gen-
eral freedom of speech of the general membership of the
House?

The disciplinary power I would vest in this House, because
only in this House, as it now stands, can any discipline be
meted out and still preserve proper freedom of speech.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
Jersey has expired.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five
more minutes.

Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORT. Yes.

Mr. SABATH. In regard to the remarks of the gentleman
as to the citizenship of the District of Columbia, I recall that
some twenty years ago a Member of the House from Ten-
nessee was assaulted here by a certain banker.

Mr. FORT. I have already referred to that incident,

Mr. SABATH. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman this
question: How would the gentleman safeguard the member-
ship from a committee that would be appointed by the
Speaker or by a special committee without really the ap-
proval of a majority of the House?

Mr. FORT. 1 said it would be a standing committee and
not a special committee, I think the gentleman from
Illinois, like the gentleman from Kansas, overlooks the fact
that the House itself would be an absolute protection against
any unfair discipline of any Member. He has only to think
of the jealousy of Members of the House as to proceeding in
accordance with the rules of the House—which fortunately
divides Members without regard to partisan lines—to be
assured that the power vested under the proposed rule would
not be abused.

Mr, O'CONNOR of New York. Will the gentleman yield

.again?

Mr. FORT. I yield.

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Is it not a fact that the
House can take action against a Member for anything he
says on the floor?

Mr. FORT. Yes; the House can.

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. And if it went to a com-
mittee that committee would report back to the House the
action taken, and the action taken by the House on the
recommendation of the committee would be no more than
the House could do right now.

Mr. FORT. Exactly. Now the present position of a citi-
zen, or even a Member who feels himself aggrieved by any-
thing said on the floor of any legislative body, is what? He
may not sue for libel; he can not under the ruling of the
House in the Glover case take personal vengeance on the
man who made the verbal attack; he has nowhere in the
world where he may seek vindication and demand retrac-
tion. I may call any man in the United States a thief on
the floor of this House. It may be given the widest circula-
tion through the CongrEssioNaL REcorD and perhaps be per-
mitted to go into the press, but he has no forum where he
may appear and even ask me why I said it. I propose that
this House should set up right here a definite forum where
a citizen may come and ask why I said it, so that this House
can then determine whether I made a malicious and base-
less charge against a defenseless citizen or whether I had
reason for what I said.

Mr. GOLDER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORT. 1 yield.

Mr. GOLDER. In the Sixty-ninth Congress I introduced
a bill which would strip the Member of his privilege and
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leave only a defense of the truth of the libel. Would the
gentleman be in favor of that?

Mr. FORT. I think not. But I do think that the reme-
dial effect upon members of various legislative bodies of
the knowledge that there was a committee whose duty it
was to listen to complaints of the abuse of their privilege,
which committee was empowered to call witnesses to inves-
tigate the nature and the truth of the charges and to rec-
ommend action to the body which had created it—I believe
the mere creation of that committee would police the debate
of every legislative body.

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORT. Yes.

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. How would the gentleman get
the rule adopted by other legislative bodies?

Mr. FORT. I think the standing that this House has in
the minds of the American people as a decently conducted
legislative body would establish a precedent which would
enforce like action elsewhere.

May I say that at the time the rule was introduced in
December, 1929, the press of the country, with substantial
unanimity, approved of the theory and purpose of the rule.
Practically the only question I saw in any editorial was
whether it should be done in this House alone or whether
it should not be adopted in other bodies where a similar
rule was more greatly needed.

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORT. 1 yield.

Mr. ALLGOOD. We are considering the naval appro-
priation bill, and the gentleman is considering more liberal
rules. Under the bill does the gentleman propose to estab-
lish a court-martial procedure to try Members of Congress?

Mr. FORT. I am proposing that a citizen shall have
some place to come and ask me or any other Member why a
charge was made against him.

Mr. BUSBY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORT. Yes.

Mr. BUSBY. If I understand the gentleman, he is pro-
posing to establish a committee within the House, to be com-
posed of a certain number of individuals.

Mr. FORT. Yes; and to report to the House.

Mr. BUSBY. Would not that of itself put those individ-
uals who happened to be on that committee out of parity
with the other Members of the House and give them a
special standing that would not be enjoyed by the other
Members of the House?

Mr. FORT. I doubt if the type of men that any Speaker
or the House itself would put on such a committee would be
the type who would abuse their privilege.

Mr. BUSBY. Would the gentleman favor the Speaker
selecting the committee, or the House electing the com-
mittee?

Mr. FORT. I have made no change in the rules as to the
method of the selection of the committee.

Mr. BUSBY. So that it would be up to the Speaker to
select a committee?

Mr. FORT. It would be selected in the same way that
we select our other committees, and that is by election.

Mr. BUSBY. It would be bipartisan?

Mr. FORT. Yes.

Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. FORT. Yes.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman indicate what he
thinks would be the proper character of report that that
committee should make against an offending Member if they
should find adversely?

Mr. FORT. There would be a wide range of possible
reports. There might be a report that the charges were
justified, and that the Member was correct in what he had
said; or a report that the charges were unjustified, but that
the Member had been misled by improper information; or a
report that the charges were maliciously made and unjusti-
fied; and the report might range in disciplinary provisions
all the way from the requirement of a public apology to cen-
sure or even expulsion from the House if the offense suffi-
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ciently violated the rightful privileges of a Member or of-
fended the sense of decency of the House and reflected
public discredit upon it—as like incidents in a certain other
legislative body have not infrequently done. In the past
this House has considered resolutions of expulsion in the
event that Members made unfounded charges against other
Members. All I am seeking to do is to extend the same
privilege of protection to the citizen against a loose tongue
that we extend to our own membership against a loose
tongue. [Applause.]

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORT. Yes.

Mr. CONNERY. Does the gentleman believe that there is
any Member of this House who would be afraid to state
outside of the House what he states on the floor of the
House?

Mr. FORT. Ido not know. My own feeling on this ques-
tion is that by no other step could any legislative body, and
particularly any body where immunity has been more fre-
guently abused than has been the case here, so completely
rehabilitate itself in public confidence as by putting a curb
on the unbridled tongue of a Member who has no conception
of good taste or fair play. This provision is in the Consti-
tution both as to the Senate and the House. It is also in
the constitution of many States. Its abuse has grown more
frequent as publicity methods have become more and more
important to some members of some legislative bodies.

I would not stand here or anywhere else and urge that
there be any curb upon the right of a member of a legisla-
tive body to enjoy perfect freedom of speech so long as he
tells the truth. I would not stand here or anywhere else
and urge that there be anything other than perfect freedom
of speech to any man who refuses to take advantage of that
immunity to make charges which in the language of the
gentleman from Massachusetts he might not dare make
somewhere else. But constitutional immunity should never
be permitted to become the shield of the liar or the coward.

Mr. CONNERY. I believe in the gentleman's sincerity,
but does not the gentleman realize there would be far more
danger to the American people by stopping free speech in
the House of Representatives?

Mr. FORT. Absolutely. I agree with the gentleman. I
do not want to stop free speech. Does the gentleman be-
lieve this Housc would do that?

Mr. CONNERY. That committee of five would be an
oligarchy like the three who are now running the House of
Representatives?

Mr. FORT. The committee must report to the House
The only power it has is to report to this House. Ifs action
is nothing until this House acts on that report. But I
firmly believe, as I stand here to-day, that movements such
as that suggested by the gentleman from New York and the
gentleman from Pennsylvania for a curbing of the im-
munity, for a constitutional limitation of the freedom of
speech, may come if assassination of character behind the
cowardly cloak of constitutional immunity does not cease
in our legislative bodies. [Applause.]

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. PaTman].

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of
the committee, it is my desire to speak to you this evening
about paying the adjusted-service certificates. I am happy
to know that the Committee on Ways and Means of the
House and the Finance Committee of the Senate have been
giving hearings and attention to this subject for the last 10
days or two weeks. It is the hope of the proponents of this
proposal that legislation of some kind will be recommended
by the Committee on Ways and Means within the next two
dﬂyﬁ- COMPROMISES PROPOSED BY OTHERS

It has been suggested through the press, and that is the
only information that I have, that a compromise bill is going
to be presented which would enable the veterans who are
holders of these adjusted-service certificates to borrow addi-
tional money upon them. If such a bill is proposed and
becomes a law it will relieve much distress now existing
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among the veterans of the World War, although I am still
hopeful of 100 per cent payment and will still contend for
100 per cent cash payment. I am not going fo stand here
and tell you that I would oppose any legislation that would
be of substantial assistance to 500,000 or 1,000,000 veterans
in the United States to-day who are suffering because they
do not have sufficient clothing and food for themselves and
their wives and children, if I were convinced that we could
not get more; but I am not so convinced. Of course, any
legislation that would be of substantial assistance to these
people we shall appreciate very much, but I do want tfo
invite your attention to the fact that the proposal which has
been suggested through the press is not just exactly right,
and besides there is no reason why we should compromise
on a smaller cash payment than 100 per cent. The veterans
of the World War who are holders of the certificates have
had the borrowing privilege in the past.
BORROWING CAUSES INTEREST TO CONSUME CERTIFICATE

A veteran who obtained a certificate on January 1, 1925,
the eariest day that a certificate was obtainable, on January
1, 1927, was permitted to borrow a small sum of money
upon it.

Let us take for illustration the average certificate. The
average certificate is $1,010, but to make it easier we will
consider it as $1,000. On a $1,000 certificate the veteran
borrowed on January 1, 1927, the sum of $88.15; on January
1, 1928, $26.80; the next year, $25.40. That sum will decrease
each year until the last he will be permitted to borrow
about $19, and throughout the life of that certificate he will
have borrowed an average sum of $2 a month.

MONEY OETAINED IN DRIES

In that way and under the present law he is getting his
money in little dribs. He is never receiving a substantial
amount, an amount sufficient to be of material or substan-
tial assistance to himself or to his family. It is not enough
to make a payment on a home, not enough to pay any notes
that are against his home, or to buy any article of furniture
or anything of substantial value or assistance.

Therefore, the present plan should be changed. This vet-
eran, in borrowing this money, has been compelled to pay
what I consider an excessive rate of interest for money that
I consider is his money. In arriving at the value of the
adjusted-service certificate the Government is paying that
veteran what amounts to $1 and $1.25 a day for his services
at home and overseas during the war, 25 per cent increase
for waiting, and then interest based upon 4 per cent com-
pounded annually thereafter until the certificate amounts to
a certain sum 20 years in the future. So in effect it amounts
to paying the veteran 4 per cent for his money, but the
veteran, in borrowing his money, has been compelled to
pay from 6 to 8 per cent for that money. It is true, I
believe, that in January, 1929, a bill was passed by Congress
which limited the amount of interest that the Veterans’
Bureau could charge the veteran Lo 6 per cent, but there is
no limitation as to the amount of interest a bank can charge
the veteran except that it shall not exceed 2 per cent above
the rediscount rate. Of course, sometimes the rediscount
rate goes up to 6 or 8 per cent or more.

HIGH INTEREST RATE CHARGED

I hold in my hand three notices of a loan to a veteran. It
is a typical case. Here is a man who holds a certificate
for $1,582. By the way, his name happens to be Wicker-
sham. On January 1, 1929, he borrowed on his certificate.
The interest rate from the office at Lawrence, Kans., was T
per cent. On January 1, 1930, he made another loan on his
policy, and the interest' rate was 6 per cent. The next
year, January 2, 1931, the interest rate is 515 per cent. It
just happens that this year the rediscount rate has been
lower than it has been in the past, but we do not know how
long it will remain that way.

Surely it will not remain that way very long, but that
veteran ‘is paying on an average of 615 per cent annual
interest for his money. What does that amount to? You
will say it does not amount to much, but if you take it
over a period of 20 years on a policy amounting to $1,000
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you will discover that at the end of 20 years the veteran
will have paid out in interest several dollars more than he
will have received in principal on his own policy. That is
not right. That is not fair to the veteran. Neither does
the Government want to be put in the attitude of taking
advantage of the veteran who is in need, as would be claimed
by some people, the veteran who is compelled to borrow
these little dribs on his certificate.
ANOTHER LOAN WILL CONSUME POLICY

A proposal has been advanced to permit that veteran to
borrow an additional sum of money on that certificate. I
want to invite attention to the fact that if the proposal is
adopted as advanced, as I understand it from the news-
papers, whereby he can borrow up to 50 per cent of the
maturity value of his certificate at 4 per cent, he will never
get another dime out of that certificate. Considering the
high rate of interest he has paid in the past, which will
continue throughout the life of that certificates—although it
is lower from here on, it is there in the past, and will remain
there—and 4 per cent on the additional loan, it will just
exactly consume the certificate at the end of 20 years if he
does not pay it back; and in 99% per cent of the cases he
will not pay it back.

GAENER BILL

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. 1 yield.

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman is familiar with a bill
which I introduced with reference to the paying of the
value of the certificate at this time?

Mr. PATMAN. Yes; I think so.

Mr. GARNER. In my judgment, after a thorough survey
of all the suggestions, that is still the best policy for the
Government, and I think will do justice to the soldier; but
if Congress should decide to make a loan of 50 per cent of
the face value of the certificate at a rate of interest of 4 per
cent, does the gentleman not think that at the same time
we ought to make an arrangement fo refund to the soldier
the interest he has paid up to this time in excess of 4 per
cent, which would remedy some of the conditions the gentle-
man has referred to?

Mr. PATMAN. I think the gentleman is correct about
that.

Mr. GARNER. May I ask the gentleman, if he does not
mind expressing himself, which he would prefer, as an
advocate of the veteran—and I am sure I do not go too far
when I say that—the cash settlement upon the basis of
which I have introduced the bill, or a loan value of 50 per
cent, at 4 per cent interest? Which of those would the
gentleman prefer? ;

Mr. PATMAN. I much prefer the bill introduced by the
gentleman from Texas, and I believe the veterans of the
entire Nation would prefer that bill. I have heard from a
large number of veterans about different plans.

Mr. CONNERY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. 1 yield.

Mr. CONNERY. The gentleman would not prefer the
bill introduced by the gentleman from Texas over the sug-
gestion which I made yesterday, namely, that of giving them
25 per cent in cash now, with no interest, and letting what
they have already borrowed go against the other 75 per
cent? :

Mr. PATMAN. I prefer that plan to either plan sug-
gested by the gentleman from Texas; that is, to give them
permission to borrow at this time an additional 25 per cent
without interest; in other words, deduct it from the
maturity value of the certificates, and I believe that would
relieve much distress that now exists. However, there is no
reason why we should accept a proposal providing less than
full face value. That proposal is embodied in the Fish bill,
introduced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Fisxl.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. I yield.

Mr. BLANTON. What the gentleman means is not that
they borrow it but that the Government should make a pay-
ment of 25 per cent to them on what the Governmenft owes
them.
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Mr. PATMAN. I think that is explanatory, in view of
Ithe fact that I said without interest and to be deducted from
{the maturity value of the certificates.

Mr. BLANTON. But let it be understood that it is a
. payment the Government is making.

Mr. PATMAN., The gentleman is correct.

Mr. COX., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. I yield.

Mr. COX. In order that we may get some of the relief

that is promised, under the loan plan what would a veteran
lget under such a measure on a certificate of $1,000, the
| veteran having already borrowed to the limit under the pro-
visions of the certificate. How much would a veteran get?

Mr. PATMAN. Under the proposal to permit a loan up to
50 per cent on an average certificate of, say, $1,000, a
veteran would be permitted to borrow $275 more than he
has already borrowed; that is, the needy veteran. On the
average certificate a veteran who would get a payment of
25 per cent, as suggested by the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. Connery], would get $250. That would make the
maturity value of his certificate $750, and then to be de-
ducted from it such loans as have been obtained in the past.

Under the plan suggested by the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Garner], which plan, however, I do not approve, but
I would be willing to accept it rather than some of the
plans that have been proposed, a veteran on a $1,000 certifi-
cate would be permitted to take at this time $632 in cash if
he has not obtained any loan at all and his certificate would
be canceled. Of course, he will get this advantage under the
proposal of the gentleman from Texas, his interest payments
in the past, where he has paid 6 and 8 per cent, will be
adjusted so that in no case will he have paid more than 4
per cent, and that will amount to quite a sum of money to
those needy ones who have been borrowing to the limit on
their certificates. In fairness to the plan suggested by the
newspapers—and I understand some of the Republican lead-
ers are advocating that plan—I want to say that the veter-
ans will be permitted fo retain their insurance, and then in
the event of death their families will get the benefit of that
additional amount. That is one proposition in that particu-
lar bill which is meritorious.

Mr. CONNERY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. Yes.

Mr. CONNERY. That is what I wanted the gentleman
to make clear. If a veteran takes the $632 under the Garner
plan that ends the policy and the widow and children; if
the veteran should die between now and 1945, would get
nothing further.

Mr. PATMAN. They would get nothing further. In-
stead of trying to adjust the interest, if you are going to
increase the loans, from here on make it 2 or 3 per cent
instead of 4 per cent, if any interest at all is to be charged,
and then the needy veterans, although they have been pay-
ing 6 per cent and even 8 per cent heretofore, will get the
benefit of no interest or a low rate of interest from here on.
I think the committee should give consideration to that
suggestion.

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. Yes.

Mr, COX. The Garner plan does not give the soldier
all that the Government has confracted by the certificate
to give him.

Mr, PATMAN. It depends on the way you consider that.

Mr. COX. It gives him the present value of the certifi-
cate, does it not?

FACE VALUE DUE THIS YEAR

Mr. PATMAN. I am not making any idle statement
when I suggest that 100 per cent of the face value of the
certificate is due this year. That can be backed up with
figures and that is no idle statement. I can give you an
illustration of it. You take a veteran who served 210 days
at home and he served 200 days overseas. For his home
'service he has been allowed $1 and for his overseas service
$1.25 a day. He is entitled to $460 as an adjusted-service
credit. Congress admitted that $1 a day was fair for home
service and that $1.25 a day was fair for overseas service.
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Therefore he is entitled to a credit of $460 in adjusted pay.
The veteran received for that $460 a certificate amounting
to $1,000—and that is what he holds—dated January i)
1925, and payable January 1, 1945.

Now, my theory of it is this: That you are depriving the
veteran of the interest on that money that you confessed to
be due to him from the time he rendered the service until
January 1, 1925. If you say he is entitled to $1 a day for
home service as of January 1, 1925, that is admitting that
he was entitled to something like 65 cents for his service
back in 1917, 1918, and 1919, But certainly you would not
do that. My proposal is that if you give the veteran just
the $1 and the $1.25 a day from the time the service was
rendered, at the rate of 6 per cent, compounded annually,
the same rate of interest he has been compelled to pay for
his own money, that the face value of each certificate will be
due October 1, 1931, this year, and 96% per cent of each
certificate was due February 1, 1931. But suppose you say
6 per cent, compounded annually, is too much. Of course,
I do not think it is, because the Government has been com-
pelling the veteran fo pay that same rate of interest for his
own money. But let us give some consideration to the
thought that 6 per cent, compounded annually, is too much,
and suppose you say, “ Why, we only paid the United States
Steel Corporation 6 per cent simple interest on the hundred
million dollars refunded fo it as of 1917, 1918, and 1919
and subsequent years.” It is true that large amounts were
refunded to the United States Steel Corporation on income
taxes claimed to be overpaid. In that case you paid 6 per
cent simple interest, not from 1925 but from 1917, 1918, and
1919, or the time the excess payments were made into the
United States Treasury. So if it is fair to pay on these excess
tax payments 6 per cent simple interest, certainly it would
be fair to pay the veterans 6 per cent simple interest for
their own money that has been retained during this time,
and at 6 per cent simple interest how much would they
be entitled to now? They would be entitled to 81 per cent,
or $810 on every $1,000 certificate.

Now, in 1925, you said they should have 25 per cent for
waiting. I am not figuring in any bonus, I am not figuring
in any 25 per cent increase, I am just figuring in the $1
a day and the $1.25 a day with 6 per cent simple interest,
and that amounts to $810 on every $1,000 certificate.

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. PATMAN. For a brief question; yes.

ORIGINAL LEGISLATION

Mr. COX. If I may be permitted to say so, here is the
weakness in the position which the gentleman takes. The
gentleman is proposing to go back behind the original legis-
lation where this entire question was adjudicated and settled
as between the Government and the soldier. The Govern-
ment issued an evidence of its obligation to the soldier and
now we come at this point to consider the question of
whether a settlement as between the Government and the
veteran shall be made on the obligation now outstanding,
and the proposal of the gentleman is to go behind the
original legislation in order that——

Mr. PATMAN, Every proposal that is presented is to go
behind that legislation. Is it wrong to correct mistakes?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr, AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 10
additional minutes.

MONEY DUE WHEN SERVICES RENDERED

Mr. PATMAN. It is not wrong to correct a mistake. If
Congress made a mistake in 1925, is it wrong to correct it
now? Why, certainly not.

I am willing to admit that Congress was right in estab-
lishing the rates of $§1 a day for home service and $1.25 a
day for overseas service. I stop there; but I say these vet-
erans are entitled to that money as of the time the service
was rendered, and that is the only change I am making.

Every suggestion asks that the law be changed, so why
object to doing complete justice when you are suggesting

a change?
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Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. I yield to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee,

Mr. DAVIS. The adjusted-compensation certificate law
was a unilateral agreement, and at least 90 per cent of the
veterans wanted the opportunity of taking it in cash at the
time and were not given that privilege.

Mr. PATMAN. That is true, and I thank the gentleman
for his contribution.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. And if it could have been left to the
membership for a vote on that particular question at the
time the adjusted certificates were granted the membership
would have voted to pay them in cash.

BANKERS' OPPOSITION

Mr. PATMAN. Yes; that is my idea about it.

I attended the hearings before the Ways and Means Com-
mittee and I heard bankers from different sections of the
country paint a very gloomy picture as to the economic
structure of our country being destroyed in the event of
the passage of the bill to pay these veterans their adjusted-
service certificates. They would even have you believe that
Liberty bonds would go down to almost nothing and would
thereby destroy the credit of our Nation.

LIBERTY-BOND HOLDERS PROTECTED

I want to tell you now that the holders of Liberty bonds
are better protected against a declining market than any-
body in the United States. They are better protected than
the wheat grower, the cotton grower, or anybody else, and
I think they are the only class that is really protected by
an act of Congress, and I want to show you how they are
protected. I want fo show you how it is impossible for a
Liberty bond to go down to any great extent.

When we had a settlement with France and with England
whereby those countries agreed they would pay certain large
sums of money over a period of 62 years there was a clause
inserted in each one of these seftlement agreements, and
that clause was under the head of “ Method of payment,”
and I am reading now from the French settlement, page
10515 of the ConcrEssIoNAL REcorp of June 2, 1926. In that
settlement France reserves the privilege of paying to the
United States any sum of money, any year, “ in any obliga-
tion of the United States issued after April 6, 1917, to be
taken at par and accrued interest to the date of payment
hereunder.” In other words, the very minute Liberty bonds
go below 100, or below par, France comes into the market
of the most prosperqus nation on earth and buys up these
bonds. Why? Because she can use these bonds to pay her
debt to the United States at par and accrued interest. It is
therefore impossible for Liberty bonds to go below par to
any great extent. I remember that when one payment was
made by a foreign government of more than $50,000,000,
out of that $50,000,000 only $27.50 was in actual cash. The
balance of it was in Liberty bonds and securities of the
United States Government which they had bought slightly
below par and put them in at par and accrued interest.
Therefore the holdings of Government securities are pro-
tected in the United States in a way that no other class is
protected.

Mr. ENUTSON. How about corporate and private bonds;
how are they protected?

Mr. PATMAN. They are not going to be hurt. A nation
could not be prosperous unless it has money. They will be
helped, because our Nation will be made prosperous. France
is prosperous; it has some $50 per capita. Over here we are
depressed, we are poor, one can not buy what another has.
New England manufacturers can not buy what we produce
in the South and the people of the South can not buy what
New England manufactures,

Mr. ENUTSON. With all our poverty we are all right
when it comes to automobiles.

SELFISH INTERESTS OPPOSE THIS LEGISLATION

Mr. PATMAN. You know we float each year—I am sorry

I have not the exact figures here—but we float each year
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between seven and eight billion dollars worth of new securi-
ties. Now the bankers are opposed to this legislation.
They handle most of the new securities, and if they can
put $8,000,000,000 worth of new securities on the market
this year—and out of that more than $1,000,000,000 repre-
sents foreign bonds—they will make an enormous amount
of money in floating these new securities. But if we put
three and a half billions of these bonds on the market,
good bonds, not through the investment bankers, it would
deprive them of an enormous profit in floating fictitious
watered stock and foreign issues and making a big profit
out of the American people. Therefore, they are opposing
this proposal, not only now but for all time in the future.
It is in a way touching their pocketbooks and their profits.

Now we have outstanding $156,000,000,000 worth of pri-
vate securities and $16,000,000,000 worth of Government
securities. Do you tell me that floating three and a half
billion dollars of good Government bonds is going to de-
stroy the market for Government security, where the Gov-
ernment only owes $16,000,000,000, and where the wealth
of the Government is $516,000,000,000? It sounds ridicu-
lous. When you tell me that floating three and a half
billion dollars is going to destroy the market for $156,000,-
000,000 of securities now outstanding it does not seem to
me to be reasonable or logical.

CONNERY

Now, my friends, I want to suggest to you something about
a bill introduced by my good friend from Massachusetts
[Mr. ConnerY]. His bill provides that if the veterans do
not want the money, let them have a 4 per cent bond, but
give them a settlement based upon face value. That would
not cause all the bonds to go onto the market al one time.
I do not believe in giving a soldier a bond unless you place
certain restrictions around it so that they would not be
subject to speculation.

There is not a man in the House that has more at heart
the interests of the veterans than has the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. Connery]l. He has a distinguished war
record. He is known for his ability and fearlessness. He is
always battling for the cause of the veterans of the World
War. Not only that, but he has the interest of the country
at heart and has been on the World War Veterans’ Com-
mittee ever since it was created. He thinks that this bill
would be a better bill than any suggested and I want you to
consider it.

BILL

SHOULD ADMIT FACE VALUE DUE

I think we should admit to the veteran that we owe him
this 100 per cent. There is no way around it. We do owe
it. 1he Congress has confessed it, and it is a mere matter
of computing the interest in arriving at the sum. We could
give these veterans a 4 per cent bond. There is one sug-
gestion I want to make in regard to the bonds. I think they
should be issued, if at all, in denominations of $100 or $250,
or $500, whichever way the veteran wants it done. Then
if he wants to borrow a small sum of money he will not be
compelled to put up a bond for a small amount of money.
I believe a plan could be worked out in that way. I think
the plan of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Con-
NERY] is a good one, and that it is worthy of consideration.

INTERNATIONAL BANKERS OBJECT

I want to suggest this in closing. In to-day’s Washington
Herald, on the finance page, February 10, 1931, there is a
large article from which I read two short extracts:

International bankers, especially the guardians of the central
banks, are seeking to impart impulses toward economic recovery

through encouraging a resumption of foreign loans.
L] L] L - . L] -

Meantime, American, French, and British bankers are discuss-
ing an international loan to Germany.

That is the reason why these investment bankers do not
want this bond issue put out. Of course they can have a
bond issue for a foreign country which will not increase the
purchasing power of our people but will decrease it, but they
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can clean up several hundred million dollars on an issue
like that. They have a selfish reason for opposing this
legislation.

DO JUSTICE AND MAKE NATION PROSPEROUS

I suggest in all sincerity, that if you want to do complete
justice to the velerans of the World War who are not asking
for a bonus or for a gratuity, but just for the payment of
a just and honest debt, which has been confessed by this
Congress, and if you want a prosperous Nation with plenty
of purchasing power, we should pass this legislation which
has been proposed here to pay the veterans 100 cents on the
dollar, and then you will see complete justice done, and you
will see that prosperous Nation in our own land. [Applause.]

I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the
REecorp by inserting two short resolutions without the names,
one from the Edith Nourse Rogers Post of Disabled Amer-
ican Veterans, of Washington, D. C.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unan-
imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by the
insertion of resolutions. Is there objection?

Mr, SPROUL of Illinois. Mr., Chairman, I have been a
Member of this House for about 10 years. I have received
resolutions from Spanish-American War veterans and from
veterans of the World War from all over this country. I
think I can safely say that at least 90 per cent of the
Members of the House on both sides of the aisle when they
receive petitions of this kind dispose of them in the usual
course of dropping them in the basket at the Speaker’s
desk, where they are referred to the appropriate committees.
That is what I have done. I have a petition in my pocket
now that I propose to drop in the basket. Therefore I object.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman y'ie!d'?

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. PATMAN. I believe the gentleman will admit t.ha.t I
have received more petitions and resolutions than any 200
Members of this House. I usually file them in the basket.
I have never put one in the Recorp, with one exception.
This resolution happens to be from a post of men who were
actually wounded on the front line of battle in France.
They are associated together here in one organization, the
Disabled American Veterans' Post. The post is named for
Mrs. Rogers, the distinguished gentlewoman from Massa-
chusetts, who is a member of the World War Veterans' Leg-
islation Committee. It is the Edith Nourse Rogers Post of
Disabled American Veterans, of Washington, D. C.

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. I have the same sort of a reso-
lution, and I am going to take the usual course and drop it
in the basket. I object.

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLaxTON].

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to take the
time of the commitiee at this late hour, if I can place this
matter before the House in another way. I have sought the
time to call attention to the remarks made by Mr. A. Gar-
land Adair, a very able editor, before the meeting of the
American Legion at McCamey, Tex., and a resolution passed
by American Legion posts of the counties of Upton, Pecos,
Crane, and Reagan, regarding the proper disposition of this
problem mentioned by my colleague from Texas [Mr, Part-
r1an]. I have also a resolution from the Isham A. Smith
Post, No. 196, of Brownwood, and one from the Tommie
Aiken Post, No. 423, of Cross Plains, Tex. I could read these
into the Recorp, but if I can get consent to incorporate
them in connection with my remarks I shall yield back the
remainder of my time. I ask unanimous consent that I may
put them in and yield back the remainder of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the
manner indicated. Is there objection?

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, for the same
reason I object.

Mr. BLANTON. I can read them in, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I understand
that objection can be made to the gentleman'’s reading them
in, although I am not very well versed on the rules. If that
is so, I object.
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The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. The gentleman
has no right to read a paper other than by unanimous
consent.

Mr. BLANTON. Under general debate, Mr. Chairman?

The CHATRMAN. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. Many documents are daily read under
that rule.

The CHATIRMAN. To read a paper in the House or in
the committee when the House is in Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, other than the gen-
tleman’s own remarks, he must obtain the consent of either
the House or the committee.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I can state the matter
from memory, and do not care to read the resolutions, but I
do not want the objection taken out of my time, Mr. Chair-
man.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish to address
the Chair on the point of order? The gentleman makes
objection under a point of order that it requires the consent
of the committee.

Mr. BLANTON. I have such confidence in the parliamen-
tary knowledge of the present occupant of the chair that I
obeyed his ruling without arguing.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to use the
remainder of his time,

Mr. BLANTON. I ask that the discussion about the
point of order not be taken out of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed four
minutes of his time,

Mr. BLANTON. Why, Mr. Chairman, I simply called at-
tention to this point of order. I have not taken up any
time except on this point of order.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair is informed by the official
timekeeper that before the objection was interposed the
gentleman from Texas had consumed three and one-half
minutes.

Mr. BLANTON. Then I am recognized for six and one-
half minutes?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recog-
nized for six and one-half minutes.

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. Branton] be allowed to read the
resolutions to which he referred.

Mr. BLANTON. I ask my friend from Massachusetts not
to make that motion. I can state the resolutions without
reading them.

Mr. CONNERY. I make the motion. I want to ses what
the sentiment of the House is on not reading American
Legion resolutions.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. ConnErY] moves that the gentleman from Texas be
permitted to read the matter which he has indicated.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that the motion is out of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is privileged and in order.

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from
Massachusetts.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. ConNERY) there were ayes 18 and noes 19.

So the motion was rejected.

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that there is not a quorum present.

Mr. BLANTON. I hope my friend will not do that. If is
not necessary, because I will tell what is in these resolutions.

Mr. CONNERY. When they will not allow an American
Legion resolution to be read on the floor of this House, I shall
insist upon the point of order.

Mr. BLANTON. I can state the contents of them to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SprouL] and to the committee
without reading them, and if is too late to have a quorum,

Mr. CONNERY. I insist upon the point of order, Mr.
Chairman, that there is not a quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts
makes the point of order that there is not a quorum present.
The Chair will count.

Mr. BLANTON. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that.
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Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of
order and ask for tellers on the last vote.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts
asks for tellers on the last vote.

Tellers were refused.

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
there is no quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will count.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, in the hopes of prevent-
ing a roll call I make a preferential motion. I move that
the committee do now rise. I do not want to delay the
matter here by a roll call.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Texas.

The motion was rejected.

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of
order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts
withdraws the point of order that there is not a guorum
present, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BranToN] is
recognized for six and one-half minutes.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I may state to the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Sprovr] that in McCamey, Tex.,
there is one of the finest and most enthusiastic groups of
business men that I ever saw in my life.

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Is that in the gentleman's
district?

Mr. BLANTON. No. It is in the district represented by
my good friend Craupe HupspeTH. They are active business
men, active every moment of the day on every matter that
concerns the best interests of this Government. They have
an active American Legion post there. They met last week
with the Legion posts of the counties of Upton, Pecos, Crane,
and Reagan, and were addressed by an able newspaper editor
in west Texas, Mr. A. Garland Adair, and those posts
voted unanimously favoring the Government paying the
adjusted-service certificates to the ex-service men of the
country. The business men there are behind it. There was
not a voice against the action taken there. They asked Con-
gress to do something.

At Brownwood, Tex., there is another live post of Ameri-
can Legion members, the Isham A. Smith Post, No. 196.
They met the other night and by unanimous vote voted for
this settlement, for the Government to pay this honest, just
debt of $1 a day for the men who stayed at home and $1.25
for the men who went abroad to the trenches, which was due
them in cash when they returned from France in 1919 and
has been due ever since.

At Cross Plains, Tex., the Tommie Aiken Post, No. 423,
met the other night and took similar action. Every member
voted for it, and they have sent their resolufions to this
Congress.

This is supposed to be their Congress. This is the Con-
gress of the United States.

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I do not want the gentleman to take up
my time. He has taken up most of my time already.

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. I will try to get the gentleman
five additional minutes.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman has kept me from read-
ing these resolutions. I want him fo sit here and listen to
what they contain. [Applause.] These are ex-service men
here appealing to the gentleman from Illinois as a Member
of this Congress to do justice by them, to see that the honest
debt that the Government owes them is properly settled.

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. What would become of this
petition if it was written into the Recorp?

Mr. BLANTON. I do not want the gentleman to take up
the balance of my time, because he ought not to do it. The
gentleman ought to be fair enough to let me tell him about
it, and the gentleman ought to sit still and listen to me,
because the gentleman prefers to hear me tell him about it
than to have me put these resolutions in the Recorp so that
he can read them in the REcorb.

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. I always make it a point to
listen to the distinguished gentleman from Texas,
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Mr, BLANTON. I know the gentleman from Illinois is
my friend. He sees these partisan matters coming up here
and he raises a question about them, and yet his Republican
side of the aisle—on which I talk very infrequently but upon
which I am talking now to be close to him—is responsible
for not paying this debt to the soldiers. He knows there is
hardly a man on the Democratic side of the aisle but who
is ready to vote right now to pay that debt, and it is his
Republican side of the aisle that is blocking the payment of
it. He ought to get busy and get in a proper bill here. He
ought to do what the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Connery] has suggested, that 25 per cent of this debt ought
to be paid in cash without any strings to it, without any
interest charge, without any loan overhead, but paid on this
debt. If they would pay 25 per cent in cash on this debt
you would not hear any more grumbling from these ex-
service men. Many of them are fathers with wives and
children in necessifous ecircumstances, They need food;
they have mortgages on their homes in many instances;
they need their money that the Government owes them
to pay their mortgages off and get a means of sustenance
for their wives and little children. I know the gentleman
from Illinois is sorry. I hope he is ready to vote for this
proposition, and I hope he will help get it out and let us
pass it before Congress adjourns on March 4. [Applause.}

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 25 minutes to the
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Sroan]. [Applause.]

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman and members, I desire to
spend a brief time in speaking not of the discipline of this
House or its membership, as was so ably done by the gentle-
man from New Jersey a little while ago, but I do feel that
under the circumstances a portion of the membership of
this House should receive a supporting voice.

For 50 years, boy and man, I have studied the Constitu-
tion of my country. In this study I have found the history
of this school of patriotism here, much of the time standing
preeminent. I have seen the three divisions of legislative
authority bend, break, meet defeat, and be victorious. Early,
as I studied, this House was the dominant legislative body
of the Republic. Af the same time the second legislative
factor was the body at the other end of the Capitol. The
third was the Executive of the Nation. I saw this House
surrender its primacy to the other body. I have seen it
surrender rank to the Executive of this Nation, so far as
legislation was concerned.

It is a proud fact to say—and I say it not in flattery—that
the absolute primacy of the House of Representatives in
originating legislation, in shaping legislation, in crystallizing
legislation, and bringing it into effect rests with this great
body—the most respected legislative forum in this world.
[Applause.]

Since last November elections, perhaps no more than in
other bienniums, there have been statements and animad-
versions as to men and women who had submitted their
claims to the favor of the people and had been rejected in
November. Affer that rejection they were referred to with
perhaps the most offensive political epithet that a malicious
brain could conceive or an evil tongue express.

Just a few days ago I heard the chairman of a committee
speaking kindly of the defeated Members in the language
of that epithet, commiserating them on the fact of their
defeat and the humiliation of their being for three months
in a position humiliating in the extreme. Let me say to
my colleagues here that perhaps not one of those who depart
will go as lightly and with as little regret as I shall, the
only regret being severance of the fine associations I have
made or renewed here. So I feel I can speak for that class
of 1931 as it graduates from this great institution of patriot-
ism and say something which should be said, not for myself,
but for these of whom I speak and for the House of Rep-
resentatives.

You have read in your Recorp a statement from a Mem-
ber of that unmentionable parliamentary body which I do
not designate as the cave of the winds over in another part
of the District [applause]l, and a record under the designa-
tion *“lame ducks” the names of respectable men and
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women, Members of this House, imputing to them that, be-
cause they were not to be returned to Congress, they were
less solicitous for the Republic, its interests and its people,
than if they had been voted a return. I feel somewhat

sorry to think of the individual who made the record, or the
individuals who indorsed it. They certainly can not have

'studied the Constitution, its making and its great purposes.

When the issue came as to whether this country should
be one that should be wafted by the whim of passing na-
tional prejudice and fancy and the winds and waves of
passion, or whether there should be carved out of the
future a section of time when the voters, having spoken,
the people of this great Republic would be secure in their
rights and property for that biennium, it was agreed, and
it is a part of our Constitution, that we constructed for sta-
bility and not for immediate response in this country. We
were unlike the pilot that would guide his bark by the
floating log or the whitened surf, instead of by the perma-
nent landmarks and lichthouses. Other nations have taken
the other course, but we had farseeing Constitution build-
ers at the making.

We now are governed not by the verdict of November
but by the oath that we took in the presence of our col-
leagues and under the sanction of our God, that not from
November to November bui from the 4th of March in the
odd year to the 4th of March of the next odd year we should
stand for the stability of our Nation and not its whims.
[Applause.] I want to say right here, without undue em-
phasis or reference to what may have taken place this after-
noon - in lobby, gallery, and office, that it is fortunate
for the Republic that we do legislate for definite periods
under definite forms and definite regulations. Because
there are those people in the United States who would gov-
ern by assault, by explosion, and by impulse. [Applause.]
I am glad that it was not Members of this body who were
perverting the Scriptures, paraphrasing the Sermon on the
Mount, exciting laughter and derision, or were voicing sym-
pathy with the reds, who were then disturbing the orderly
proceedings of this House.

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield right there?

Mr. SLOAN. I yield.

Mr. KNUTSON. Does not the gentleman think that the
founding fathers intended, in having the new Congress meet
13 months after election, that the overzealous candidates
who had been elected should have an opportunity to cool
off before taking their seats in this body?

Mr. SLOAN. Of course they did; and one of the greatest
powers in the construction of that Constitution and its
adoption, although not a member of the body, was one who
believed that country to be governed best that is governed
least. He believed it a good thing for two reasons: First,
that they would not meet for a long time after election;
and then after a session as election approached the time
would be short and therefore caution and stability instead

of fancy and prejudice would be the great factors in our

legislation. I refer to the patron saint of my friends on this
side of the aisle, Thomas Jefferson.

I have referred to the statement made by my friend, the
committee chairman, who made it in the best of humor and
for the finest purpose. Let me say that if we must be called
the Antide disabled, that we ask that no crocodile tears
be shed for us; we ask for no maudlin sympathy. We see
our duty now rapidly coming to a close on the 4th of March
and we brook no advice from the people who were elected
in our stead. We wear our rights as royal robes and our
manhood and womanhood as crowns. [Applause.]

I read recently in an Associated Press dispatch—I am
not going to read it, but will state if from memory—that
two men, individuals of another body and of opposite par-
ties, but financed in part by the same individual, said that
if it were not for defeated candidates that the drought-
relief legislation which had been mooted here a short time
ago would have been passed by the newly elected Members.
I thank them for that compliment. Because it gave us com-
mendation for wisdom. It gave us, in the light of the leg-
islation as it is being perfected over yonder, and coming
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over here, commendation for saving the Red Cross from
destruction, depleting our Treasury, and reducing our na-
tional credit. [Applause.]

Among the list that was published there, there were six
distinguished Members of this body—Dickinson, WHITE,
Fort, McCorMICcK, SPROUL, and PriTcHARD—who ran for the
Senate. Of course, my friends, not one of those individuals
for mere personal ambition wanted to adorn those seats.
They simply wanted to raise the general batting average of
the body over yonder that I was speaking about. What a
difference it would have made. What a wonderful uplift it
would have been if they had been all successful.

Oh, yes, my friends, CramTON, MILLER, ELLIS, STOBBES, EL-
L1oTT, and several others whose departure from this House
will be recalled in the years to come, when the students
of the Nation look back and read their roll, will say as of
old, “ There were giants in those days.” [Applause.] Yes,
there were SprEaks and WAINWRIGHT, heroic soldiers of two
great wars.

Mr. ALLLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SLOAN. I yield.

Mr. ALLGOOD. Considering the change in the Constitu-
tion for election, considering the inequalities that exist be-
tween the terms of Members of Congress and members of
the other body, would not the gentleman consider kindly an
amendment to the Constitution extending the term of a
Member of the House to four years instead of two years?

Mr. SLOAN. I believe it would be wise but not timely.
The period that we must operate in is too short for this
session. I can fancy few better happenings to this Govern-
ment than to see my allgood friend from his great State
assured of a tenure of four years instead of two.

Think of it! McCormicK, LaNGLEY—think of them as
“lame ducks.” Think of the chivalry, the gallantry, of the
individual who put out that list for the Recorn. It seems
to me that they should have at least looked up the record
of the family of Cervid®, and instead of calling these two
matrons “lame ducks” called them “ deer.”

Memeer (sotto voce). I did not quite catch that.

Mr. SLOAN. The deer is hard to catch. The gentleman
is built more for draft than he is for speed, hence he did
not catch the deer. [Laughter.]

Were I speaking of the mountain matron from Kentucky
I should have called her Penelope and not a lame duck. I
should say of the dashing matron from Illinois that she
was Diana, the huntress, rather than a lame duck., Illinois
70 years ago gave a President to the United States, the
most famous, if we use the term “ lame duck,” in all the his-
tory of the Republic—Abraham Lincoln. [Applause.] It lost
its great opportunity when, instead of electing the first lady
Senator, it traded her for a mess of pink whiskers. [Laugh-
ter.]

Of course when the term “ lame duck ” is used in a casual
remark or an ordinary jest we have no objection. We enjoy
a joke, we like humor; but when you use that term, if you
must use it, as the Virginian, in Owen Wister's great book,

‘| in talking with Trampas, the gambler, said, “ When you say

that, smile,” so if you persist in using the term “ lame duck,”
smile. [Laughter.]

I can not conceive of any more opprobious term—although
it is in the dictionary. Because every man and woman who
graces this Hall is supposed to be an individual of courage
and honor.” If you are going into the land of fable, why
not select one wherein lies strength and speed.

The repulsive term includes all of these. That means
all not reelected, whether candidates or not. Under my
definition, there is not a lame duck in this class of 1931,
It is either a stricken eagle or a wounded lion. [Applause.]
Perhaps it would be well to reckon with us, because if any
of our rights are not accorded, we know how to obtain them.
If we are of the disabled sort, I call attention to the wonder-
ful company in which we move.

Come ye shades of noble men,
Each from his glorious grave;

Who in victory were magnanimous,
In defeat the bravest of the brave.
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Every President defeated for reelection or mnot elected
might be considered, for the period following November up
to the 4th of March, a lame duck.

More than that, the great McKinley, a " ember of this
House, occupied the position now described in the epithet
concerning which I speak. He went out of the House
to the governorship of Ohio, and then to the Presi-
dency of the United States. From there, at the hand of an
assassin, he moved to immortality. [Applause.] Then there
is Joe Cannon, the iron man; and Champ Clark, whom I
Joved as I loved few men on earth. They were defeated;
they occupied their places and fulfilled their duties. No
great human being ever experienced uninterrupted victory.
He must have had his poignant sorrow, his tragedy deep
and dark. They took nothing from his fame. But if he
was of noble mettle they exalted his stature and added rich
measure to his fame. Yea, even the present Speaker of this
House at one time was in the category of defeat. But now
he presides over the renewed strength and standing of this
wonderful institution of which we are all proud to be a part.
And the same animated factor who defeated our Republican
governor and Congressman JornsoN and myself, like Alex-
ander, regretting that there were no other worlds to conquer,
expressed regret that he had not gone back to Cincinnati to
defeat our Speaker—LONGWORTH.

Mr, ENUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SLOAN. Yes.

Mr. ENUTSON. The gentleman’s State suffered from an
invasion of political tapirs last fall. Will he not tell the
House what influence, if any, that invasion had upon the
political result in Nebraska?

Mr. SLOAN. Paraphrasing, I came not here to talk of
myself; but the rather seductive method of my friend, whom
I know to be a Nordic, though every time he speaks I con-
sider him actually a Celt, induces me to say that we did
suffer from an invasion. We suffered from an invasion of
men who bore the Republican stamp.

Mr. KNUTSON. I thought they were tapirs.

Mr. SLOAN. If the gentleman were to ask me what they
were, I would simply have to say that they were Republicans,
like the man was who, when asked if he belonged to the
Presbyterian Church, said, “ Yes; that is the church that
I stay away from.” There was an invasion of that kind.
Out in our country in recent years it is sometimes not so
much a question of whom you run against as it is whom you
run with. We make a solemn oath that we affiliate with the
Democratic Party or the Republican Party, as the case may
be, and in some cases the affiliation is not a boost on the
back with a helping hand but is a suddenly bared stiletto
applied between the ribs.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma.
gentleman yield?

Mr. SLOAN. Yes.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma. I am wondering if, at the
close of the baccalaureate address, the diplomas are to be
handed out to the class of 1931? [Laughter.]

Mr. SLOAN. I expect to grant the diplomas. If I have
any influence, the valedictorian of the class will be the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Oklahoma. [Laughter.] It is a
little peculiar out in our State. It is all right for my suec-
cessor—a fine man, and I speak well of him—but the other
gentleman from another body, nominally from my own
party, at the expense of our eastern millionaires organized a
very effective political newspaper. On the front page was
his picture, and my successor’s was on the back. No other
national legislative candidates were there. There was a fur-
ther financing of it by municipal tax money, a small portion
of which I had to pay myself. It was taken in part from
the treasuries of the municipalities of the State.

Mr., PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. SLOAN. Yes.

Mr. PATTERSON. I thoroughly agree with the gentle-
man that many of the best men sometimes are defeated.
The gentleman has no greater love for Abraham Lincoln
than I have, or even Mr. McKinley. Does not the gentleman

Mr. Chairman, will the
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think it would be timely to consider a change in the Con-
stitution in respect to the meeting of Congress, so that we
will not meet until 13 months after an election? Does the
gentleman recall that when the Constitution was adopted
it was very hard to get to Washington?

Mr. SLOAN. I am.certainly in favor of that, and I say to
the gentleman that I was the chairman of the subcommittee
that drafted the constitutional amendment which you gen-
tlemen are going to have an opportunity to vote on, and I
have supported it all along. It was not the difficulty of
getting to Washington that fixed the time of meeting in
December. - The real reason for it, and if the gentleman
will read Madison and other contemporary literature of
the Constitution-making time he will find it was because,
being mostly farmers, they could better meet in December
than in any other part of the year. The bad roads which
they talk about were no worse for the Congressmen to come
here in March or December than they were for the Presi-
dent who might be elected to come here on the 4th of
March.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SLLOAN. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman said that we were going
to have an opportunity to vote on this. When?

Mr. SLOAN. That is in the hands of the Rules Com-
mittee, and I am sure it will give us an opportunity, es-
pecially if the leader on the Democratic side, upon whom
I lavish a great deal of admiration, would use his potent
influence with that commitiee. -

Mr. GARNER. I have already pleaded with them.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SLOAN. I yield. *

Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma. I am in favor of this
amendment, of course, but I do not think the time between
the adoption of the Constitution and now is material. It
took much longer to get to Washington in those days, but
it takes a lot longer to get anything done after you get
here now; so it is about even. [Laughter and applause.]

Mr. SLOAN. I accept that in the form of an amendment
to my address. I am not extensively discussing the amend-
ment now; that is deferred for a later occasion.

Now I must hurry. Permit me to say of the class of
which I am speaking, I hope we are working harder than
we ever did. I want those men to turn from us, that we
may conclude our work and give a good account to our con-
stituents. But while that is going on, permit me to say of
those who use the epithet—and I am speaking for a class
now—if you say we are not peer to anyone elected, there
or here, then I withhold the word and by the rule abide.
You will learn it no doubt. Behold is it not in the book of
Marmion, written by Scott, the noble bard.

Now, I am good natured in this, and if you will indulge
me I will tell you a story. It is the Tramp’s Toast. You
may have heard it.

In the city of New York there were 14 blades of wealth,
leisure, and some dissipation. They were to have a banquet.
One did not come, leaving 13. They had money, station,
fame, and everything, also prejudice and superstition. They
said, “ We can not go on with this banquet.”

It was in the days of no telephone, and means of com-
munication were meager. They fried to get somebody.
Finally they sent a couple of their number down to the
street to find an occupant for the vacant chair to remove
the curse. They went down and looked about. It was a
cold, stormy night; nobody walking up or down. In a shel-
tered passageway they found a man, thinly clad, cold, hun-
gry, weak, and sick. They took him, against his protest,
up to the banquet hall and gave him a seat at the banquet
table.

During all that banquet, while ambrosia and nectar were
served and disappeared, each, in turn, exhausted his reper-
toire of wit in speaking about the “ guest of the evening.”
But, when he was filled with ambrosia and nectar and their
inspiring, if not benign, influence was permeating his whole
being, and after each had spoken, said to him, each in turn,
“ Now, we must hear from the guest of the evening.” He
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rose in his place. He was a universily man; one of earth’s
brilliant derelicts. Inspired by that which he once was,

he said:

Here's to you, as good as you are, and as mean as I am—
But, mean as I am and as good as you are,
!amasgoodaayoua:e.asmeanu];m.

[Laughter and applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from
Nebraska [Mr. Sroan] has expired.

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CoNNERY].

Mr. CONNERY. Mr.Chairman, lest there be any misunder-
standing about what I am going to read, permit me to say to
my good friend from Illinois [Mr. SprouL], this is a letter from
John Thomas Taylor, of the American Legion, in answer to a
statement which Congressman Parman, Congressman RANKIN,
and myself placed in the Recorp, and I think in justice to
Mr. Taylor, as it is simply stating his position, denying the
newspapers, the gentleman from Illinois should not object.

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I do not know
why the gentleman says what he does about my objecting
to his reading the letter. It is entirely different from a peti-
tion or a resolution.

Mr. CONNERY. I thank the gentleman. I just wanted
to have his position stated.

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. I have never objected to any
letters being read into the Recorp or placed in the REcorp
without being read.

Mr. CONNERY (reading) :

THE AMERICAN LEGION,
NatioNAL LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE,
Washington, D. C., February 10, 1931.

My Dear ConGRESSMAN: In view of the joint statement of Rep-
resentatives Parman, RanxiN, and CoNNERY in yesterday's Con-
GRESSICAL REcorp, I would appreciate your having the following
placed in to-day’s ReEcorp for the information of the Congress.
This is a joint statement issued by National Vice Commander
Neal D. Willlams and myself in connection with the addresses we
delivered at a Legion meeting in Boston February 8, which was
erroneously reported in a certain press dispatch carried in the
out-of-town newspapers of February 9.

Very sincerely yours,
JoHN THoMAS TAYLOR,
Vice Chairman National Legislative Committee,
The American Legion.

BTATEMENT BY JOHN THOMAS TAYLOR, VICE CHAIRMAN NATIONAL LEG-
ISLATIVE COMMITTEE, THE AMERICAN LEGION

Representative PATMaN placed in the Appendix of the ConGrEs-
stoNAL Recorpn of yesterday, February 8, a joint statement by
himself, Representative RaANkIN, and Representative CoNNERY.
This statement quotes a newspaper dispatch which attributes
the following statement to me on the question of payment of
adjusted-service certificates in cash:

“ The proposal is not a part of the program of the American
Legion; that it was something it didn't want and would not be
tolerated."”

The newspaper dispatch in question purports to be an account
of a speech I made February 8 before an American Legion meet-
ing at Boston, Vice Commander Neal D. Willlams also addressed
this meeting.

I think it only justice to the nearly 1,000,000 members of the
American Legion that the Congress should know that I did not
make the statement attributed to me in yesterday’s ConGres-
sioNAL Recomp, and I believe that the three Representatives who
issued the statement will be glad to know this.

In my Boston address I reviewed the status of all of the leg-
islative proposals now on our program before the Congress and
discussed the Legion's adjusted-compensation proposal advecated
by our national executive committee January 25 as a part of this
program, A reasonably accurate newspaper account of what I
actually said at this meeting is contained in the Boston Herald
of February 9, which reads as follows:

* John Thomas Taylor, legislative agent of the Legion at Wash-
ington, was introduced by Department Commeander Richard F.
Paul and spoke at length on the entire Legion program.

“*Qur legislative job,” he declared, ‘is the care of the people
who suffered as the direct result of war service, and Congress
wants to know what the Legion wants.'"”

“*The national executive committee,” he said, ‘on January 25
iInterpreted the action of the Boston convention in tabling a
resolution favoring the cash payment of the adjusted-service com-
pensation as meaning that the American Legion was unwilling
to consider, discuss, or initiate action in that direction. The
executive committee reaffirmed that the first and major objective
of the American Legion is legislation for the further relief of the
disabled man and his dependents, “and will take definite ex-
ception to any interference with, or delay in, the passage of such
legislation.” "™
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“‘The executive committee,’ Taylor added, *indorsed the prin-
ciple of immediate cash payment, on application, of the adjuged-
service certificates, without choosing as between any of the specific
bills now pending before Congress.

**‘ Congress is going to do something about this, but your juag-
ment is just as good as mine as to what will be done. If they are
sincere they will put through a piece of legislation adequate to
meet the situation, but if they are not sincere they will load it to
thle gunwales with eve that will make a veto certain.’

? “The plan for immediate cashing of the certificates he termed

controversial legislation,’ and saying that it did not originate with
the American Legion, that body was wise, he said, to *‘ leave it in
the lap of Congress'.”

National Commander Ralph T. O'Neil has been seriously ill in
New York for the past 10 days, although I am glad to say he is
now on the road to recovery. In response to an inquiry on the
Legion's adjusted compensation stand, he dictated the following
from his sick bed:

“ While the Legion, by the wording of the resolution adopted, is
prohibited from proposing a plan for the cash payment of the
adjusted-service certificates, we are sincerely interested in urging
this legislation to the limit of our ability, providing same does not
interfere with our regular program of legislation for the disabled.”

National Vice Commander Neal D. Willlams was also misquoted
in a news dispatch account of his Boston speech, delivered to the
same meeting which I addressed. I hope you will include his
statement on this as a part of your remarks.

I will conclude by requesting the members of the Ways and
Means Committee to recall my testimony before them on this
subject on January 31, when I submitted them the resolution
adopted by the national executive committee, and told them that
this was the official attitude of the American Legion on the
adjusted-compensation issue.

I will appreciate your placing this statement in the CoNGRES-
s1oNAL REcorp, so that the Congress may know the facts.

STATEMENT BY NATIONAL VICE COMMANDER NEAL D. WILLIAMS, OF THE
AMERICAN LEGION

A joint statement in the CoNGrESsIoNAL RECORD of yesterday,
February 9, referred to me in the following words:

“We are at a loss to know by what authority Taylor and Na-
tional Vice Commander Neal D. Williams state that the proposal
for immediate cash payment of adjusted-service certificates is not
part of the program of the Legion and demands for it would not
be tolerated by the American Legion.”

I know that Representatives PATMAN, RANKIN, and CoNNERY Will
be gratified to learn that I made no statement in my Boston ad-
dress of February 8 which could properly be construed in the
manner carried In a certain brief press dispatch account of this
Legion meeting. I think the Congress is entitled fo know that I
did not say that the adjusted-compensation question is not a part
of the Legion legislative program. )

A portion of my remarks, carried in the Boston Herald of Feb-
ruary 9, quote me correctly in substance as follows:

“As for the adjusted compensation, I am for the payment of it
in some form, and I know you are for it, but I want_to say to
you that it is secondary. It is a popular thing to say, ‘Don't
you want your money now?’® ‘Of course, I do,” you say. But
I know the class of men who make up the American Legion
throughout the country, and I know the class of men you are,
and if it was shown that the carrying out of any plan would
prevent our disabled being taken care of I know you would say,
*The disabled first.'

“We are on record for payment of the adjusted-service certifi-
cates, the principle of immediate cash retirement of adjusted-
service certificates upon application. It is for us to handle this
matter in our organization, and we are not going to tolerate
;nybody coming in from the outside and telling us how to

andle it."

I then told of the thousands of men unable to obtain necessary
hospitalization because of lack of beds, and our fallure to provide
pensions for widows and orphans, which is also on our legislative

TrOgram.
K I quoted them the adjusted compensation resolution adopted
January 25 by our national executive committee, which contains
the following paragraph:

“That we again declare and reaffirm as our first and major
objective legislation for the further relief of the disabled man and
his dependents, and will take definite exception to any interfer-
ence with, or delay in, the passage of such legislation.”

The American Legion will appreciate your inserting this state-
ment in thé CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, so that the Congress may be
correctly informed concerning the facts.

I merely offered this because I know the House, after the
statement which we issued yesterday, would like to have
the reply of Mr. Taylor and Mr. Williams. We certainly
had no intention of doing them an injustice and we told
them in our statement that this was reported to be their
statement in a Boston paper, but we did not say that they
had absolutely made the statement.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.
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Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, M. LenLBAcH, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration
the bill (H. R. 16969) making appropriations for the Navy
Department and the naval service for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, and had come to no
resolution thereon.

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A further message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its
principal clerk, announced that the Senate insists upon its
amendments to the bill (H. R. 16297) entitled “An act to
amend the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the construc-
tion of certain public buildings, and for other purposes,’
approved May 25, 1926 (44 Stat. 630), and acts amendatory
thereof,” disagreed to by the House; agrees to the confer-
ence asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the fwo
Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. Swanson, Mr. Fess, Mr.
McMasTER, Mr. Gouwrp, and Mr. AsHursT to be the conferees
on the part of the Senate.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I wonder if we can not agree
upon time for closing general debate upon this bill. I am
going to ask that we agree upon two and a half hours of
time. I have conferred with the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. Avres], and we think that by agreeing upon that time
we can bring the discussion to a close within a shorter
period than if we let the time run along.

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman
from Idaho that that is perfectly satisfactory to me.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho asks unani-
mous consent that general debate upon the naval appropria-
tion bill be closed in two and a half hours, one-half to be
controlled by himself and one-half by the gentleman from
Kansas. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—SECOND POLAR YEAR PROGRAM
(5. DOC. NO. 270)

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following mes-
sage from the President, which was read, and, with ac-
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs and ordered printed:

To the Congress of the United Stales:

I commend to the favorable consideration of the Congress
the inclosed report from the Secretary of State, to the end
that legislation may be enacted authorizing an appropriation
of $30,000 for participation by the United States Government
in the second Polar Year program, August 1, 1932-August 31,
1933.

HerBeERT HOOVER.

Tae WHiTE Housg, February 10, 1931.

RESEARCH TO AND ADJUSTMENT IN AGRICULTURE

Mr. CHRISTGAU. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by including an ad-
dress delivered by Eric Englund, Assistant Chief of the Bu-
reau of Agricultural Economics.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Minnesota?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, and I shall not object, I just want to call the attention
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SerouLr] to the fact that
he refused to permit the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Parman] to put in resolutions adopted by American Legion
posts and also for me to put such resolutions in the Recorp,
but he allows addresses by assistant chiefs to go in the
Recorp. I have no objeclion to them, but I just wanted
call his attention to that fact. :

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. That was a letter, and I have
never stood on the floor of this House and objected to a
letter.

Mr. BLANTON. But this is an address by an assistant
chief that he is now permitting his Republican colleague to
put in the Recorp without objection.

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. I have never objected to a
Member including a letter in his remarks,
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Mr. BLANTON. But here the gentleman’s colleague is
asking to put in an address by an assistant chief, and the
gentleman from Illinois is allowing him to do so. I have
no objection.

Mr. SPROUL of Ilinois. I did not understand the matter
to which the gentleman was referring. I thought he was
referring to the letter read by the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. CoNNERY].

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CHRISTGAU. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend
my remarks in the Recorp, I include an address delivered
by Mr. Eric Englund, Assistant Chief of the Bureau of
Agricultural Economics of the United States Department
of Agriculture, before the Forty-fourth Annual Convention
of the Association of Land Grant Colleges and Universities
at Washington, D. C., on November 17, 1930.

The address is as follows:

OBJECTIVES OF READJUSTMENT IN AGRICULTURE

The dominant purpose of agricultural economic policy is to
strengthen the material basls of the standard of living of the
individual farm family by means consistent with the general
public welfare. As part of such a policy a program of readjust-
ment in agriculture aims to increase the net returns of the farm
family in terms of direct satisfaction—goods and amenities—from
the farm and of purchasing power obtained by sale of farm
products.

This objective is individualistic; but a program of adjustment
will accomplish little if it does not harmonize with the interest of
individual farmers. While much may be done to promote that
interest by joint effort of farmers and by public policy affecting
them as a group, improvement in farm income is still largely a
matter of individual effort guided by reliable information brought
convincingly to the farmer by the extension service and other
educational agencies. The farmer’s net purchasing power de-
pends on the difference between the price and the cost per unit
of products sold multiplied by the volume of sales. Any effort
directed at one of these elements alone touches only a part of
the problem of Increasing the net income. Even if the exclusive
emphasis should be given fo the important element of price, there
would be danger of overlooking those factors—cost per unit and
volume per farm—which are more responsive to the farmer's
individual efforts.

A program for readjustment according to changing conditions in
agriculture would affect all three elements of net income, but
primarily cost and volume per farm. Such adjustment would
mean change in the production programs and in size of farms,
which, with the technique avallable at a given time and under
prevailing competitive forces, are in harmony with the compara-
tive advantages of varlous regions and Ilocalities (the term
“region” refers to an area, possibly Including several States, in
which there is a general similarity of those basic conditions of
soll, climate, topography, and situation which infiuence types of
farming. It should not be assumed, however, that this broad
definition is sufficient for purposes of specific adjustment. A
single State may include two or more separate localitles in each
of which the essential similarities affecting types of farming may
differ so widely from those of other localities as to present distinct
problems of adjustment) and which, at least in the long run, are
likely to reduce cost of production, increase output per family,
and stabilize returns. Obviously such a program offers no short
cut to agricultural prosperity but seeks to deal constructively
with the individual farmer's problems in their relation to long-
time considerations. If we can develop a correct grasp of long-
time tendencies and aims, and can devise programs of action
accordingly, we shall be able to bring to bear the power of the
long lever on the problem of assisting the agricultural population
to a higher level of material well-being.

Adjustment in agriculture is a continuous process, resulting
from numercous forces, including technological improvements, re-
gional and international competition, scientific discoveries, and
changes in freight rates, tariffs, and consumer demand. It is a
problem for research to explain these adjustments and to assist
in steering their course according to some fairly definite policy,
s0 that they will not be left to blind forces of competition. This
is in harmony with economic liberalism which presupposes some
degree of social direction of economic forces.

GENERAL RESEARCH AS BACKGROUND FOR READJUSTMENT

Research needed to ald private effort and to help formulate
public policy in this field may be divided into: (1) Research on
general problems applicable to all agricultural regions, and (2)
research on particular problems applicable mainly to individual

regions.
Research on specific problems of regional adjustment will not

1d the best results unless done against a background of in-
vestigations that concern all regions. Examples of the more gen-
eral fields of research are the following:

Price studies: The purpose of research in this field is to explain
changes in price, to develop princlples of price behavior, and to
make certain deductions with respect to the probable trend of
prices in the future. The importance of this field is evidenced not
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only by popular interest but also by the more fundamental fact
that individual farmers and business men must make price pre-
dictions with or without the aid of research. When farmers plan
thelr planting and breeding programs on the basls of prices in
the present or in the recent past, they really are predicting future
prices on the implied assumption that last year's prices indicate
the price they expect next year. The research workers render an
important service by alding the individual to judge better what
he otherwise would have to guess, even when caution dictates
that that forecasting should be limited to a clear statement of
Tactors influencing price trends, leaving the actual prediction to
the farmer's judgment. .

Trends in production and consumption of farm products here
and abroad: This fleld of research is applicable to all regions and
is closely related to price analysis, especially to the long-time
price trends. (With the newly established division of foreign
agricultural service In the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, the
De t of Agriculture will be in a much better position to
furnish information on foreign competition and demand as they
relate to problems confronting the farmer.) Since fundamental
adjustment is largely a matter of gradual changes, it is impor-
tant for farmers in any locality to know the trends at home and
abroad in production and consumption, and therefore in the
competition which they must face,

Demand for agricultural products is a relatively new fleld of
statistical research. A large, if not the major, part of the ex-
planation of recent changes in farm prices must rest on the
reduction in demand here and abroad as a result of the world-
wide business depression. Any adequate explanation of the course
of agricultural prices in the past year brings prominently into
the foreground the relation of business conditions to demand.
In addition to general research in this field, it is necessary to
single out certain manageable problems for intensive study. For
instance, in planning their production program dalrymen in the
milkshed of a given industrial center would benefit by informa-
tion Oc%a the relation of industrial activity to the demand for dairy
products.

Recent studies have thrown light on the problem of elasticity
of supply—that is, the effect of a given change in wﬂrioe on guan-
tity produced. This is related partly to price studies and partly
to the reorganization of farms as production units and to the
possibility of expanding cultivation to new lands. Such studies
are complicated by many variables, including prices of alternative
crops and livestock, and cost of labor, machinery, fertilizers, etc.
Since all regions are not affected similarly by a given change in
price, studies of elasticity of supply should be helpful in apprais-
ing competition between regions, in addition to judging the effect
of price changes on total supply.

General problems of agricultural finance: These problems, espe-
clally in their relation to money and banking in general, also are
subjects for research applicable to all agricultural regions. Many
questions of agricultural finance should be studied in their rela-
tion to the broader fields of money and banking. This is also true
of other fields which must be studied in relation to public finance
in general. Any attempt to keep research in either of these fields
11:11!:1 sep:rnabe compartments is likely to lead the investigator into &

d alley.

Public policies in relation to agriculture: Tariffs, public expendi-
tures, and taxations are éxamples of research applicable to all
areas. While public agencies are somewhat limited in this field,
there seems to be a growing recognition of need for scientific
studies and for that freedom of investigation which alone will
produce impartial results. It may not be too optimistic to assume
further development in this direction. In the meantime those
subjects afford large scope for independent research institutions
to supplement the work of public agencies.

REESEARCH SPECIALLY APPLICABLE TO REGIONS

The second general class of research problems, those separately
applicable to individual regions, include much of the kind of work
that has been in progress for many years.

Preliminary study of types of farming: Types of farming are
determined by certain factors of soil, climate, topography, and
location, by public land policies, by such economic forces as
changing prices relationship, new technique, and changing labor
costs, and even by differences in custom and in population charac-
teristic. These kinds of results are expected from such preliminary
type-of-farming studies: (a) More adequate knowledge of the
forces that have made agriculture what it is in an area, and a bet-
ter basis for foreseeing modifications in farming that may result
from changes in technique of production, in market requirements,
and in other economic forces, (b) More reliable basis for judging
the possibilities and limitations of proposals for asgricultural read-
justment, which should be helpful not only in developing sound
programs of adjustment but also in avoiding proposals for adjust-
ments which are inconsistent with the intrinsic possibilities of a
reglon. (c) A better gulde for effective application of the results
of more intensive research in farm management.

Intensive studies of groups of typical farms as individual operat-
ing units: The desirability and the possibility of adjustment de-
pends on the income relationship of various enterprises on cost of
shifting from one enterprise to another, on possibilities of reduc-
ing cost by adopting new technique or increasing the size of the
operating unit, and on other factors within the individual farm
business, Such studies should consider the possibilities of in-
creasing the standard of living by noncommercial returns and in-
cidental enterprises. This resolves itself largely into the produc-
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tion of those things—chiefly food and feed—which can be used
on the farm without impairing cash returns to a degree that will
offset the value in the noncash items.

The value of studies designed to explain why some farmers are
more successful than others may be questioned on the ground
that such studies do not go far enough. But this criticism is
hardly valid if it can be shown that such studies lead in the right
direction and contribute new information on ways of increasing
the material basis of standard of living. A few well-chosen studies
showing the reasons for variations in individual success still may
be justified on the ground that they have an educational value to
the farm community as a whole.

Studies to improve the best present practices: In attempting
by research to point the way to better results than are found
even on the best farms two possibilities are suggested: First, to
project the results of investigations of present practices into plans
for new combinations of enterprises and new practices which
promise greater returns; and, second, to arrange some form of
experimentation by which projected plans may be tried under
practical farm conditions and under circumstances that offer some
degree of control. The latter has been attempted in a small way
through cooperation with farmers, who have agreed to follow cer-
tain plans suggested by preliminary studies. This approach, how-
ever, obviously has many limitations, such as difficulties of secur-
1133: algmn.ngca;t ;nristlo:r:ge m ge prevtalllng m:ls;peu and practices

arming, mmﬂ opera , and aj ying
ne;;x t.er.:hnicn.1.e‘:..f 5 e of SPRL

e means of gathering and interpreting economic information
have been enlarged greatly, until we are literally gathering data
for the farmer from the four corners of the earth. Progress in
this fleld by the experiment stations and the Department of
Agriculture is a source of justifiable pride. But this very progress
has brought out more boldly the problem of application of this
ymﬂon to the attalnment of our objective—higher standard

ving.

Experimentation to ascertain the most profitable organization
and size of farms in the light of new technique and new com-
petitive forces may be a practical way of applying and testing
economic information for the purpose of reducing costs and in-
creasing net returns. Whether “economic experiment stations ™
under public support and control would be practical is itself ex-
perimental. It would be to solve the difficult problem
of putting a publicly supported business experiment on a basis
that would admit of judging results from a strictly commercial
point of view. Some valid form of differentiation between sub-
sidized operations and operations that carry their own weight
would be necessary in order tb judge accurately the superlority
of certain combinations of enterprises and of recommended farm
practices and technique. The results would not and should not
inspire public confidence unless the éxperiments were conducted
in a manner that would preclude a reasonable basis for the prac-
tical farmer to say, “I could do just as well on my farm if my
methods were backed with public money.” While wrestling with
these problems of public experimentation it would be well to
recognize that private experiments in regional adjustment are in
progress in various places. The results may be more far-reaching
than generally realized.

Regional problems in farm finance: Here is a research oppor-
tunity to throw light on capital requirements for maximum
eficlency in production, the place of borrowed capital in farming,
and the varlous factors affecting the credit standing of borrowers.
Studies confined largely to farm credit institutions are helpful, but
we need more emphasis on the place of credit in farming. An
answer to the question as to whether it pays a farmer to borrow
depends upon numerous factors in his farm business. Credit
needs vary with the business capacity of individual farmers, with
type of farming, and with numerous other factors. These must
be more fully understood before judging the adequacy of existing
institutions.

Every credit institution in the long run must face the risks
inherent in the business it would finance. Studies of risks in
agriculture in various regions are important not only to aid in
determining credit policy but also to help explain differences in
rate of interest and difficulties of securing funds. The problem
of reducing risk is so closely interwoven with other economic and
technological problems in farming that complete separation is out
of the question.

Land tenure and utilization: Land tenure and its relation to the
problems of regional adjustment also needs further study., It is
increasingly apparent that in these regions where the machine
process of production has expanded most rapidly in recent years,
land was originally acquired in units too small for economic use,
especially with the new technique. Hence consolidation of these
units has taken place rapidly, resulting in fewer and larger farms.
Studies should be made of tenure in relation to the possibility of
securing the most advantageous combination of enterprises and
optimum size of operating units, While the optimum size varies
with the Intrinsic characteristics of the locality and with techno-
logical development, it also varles with the erial ability of in-
dividual farmers, It is no more probable that every man in farming
could manage successfully a large farm with up-to-date technique
than could every man in industry be a “ captain of industry.”

In some areas new technique in farming has made adjustment
in the old areas Imperative and demonstrated, among other things,
that in agriculture as in industry there are wide differences in
the possibility of the mechanization of production. The new
technique has brought about severe competition for the old areas
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where a relative fixity of farming systems and natural conditions
are less favorable to mechanization and large-scale operations. In
any plan for readjustment, distinction must be made between in-
dividual and collective economy. Although there is no doubt of
& common interest existing between individual producers, it would
be futile to approach problems of adjustment as if farming were
a collective economy under a single controlling will,
Technological research: The value of technological research “ to
produce two blades of grass where one grew before™ often has
been questioned in recent years, on the ground that the second
blade depressed the price of both. It seems certain, however, that
technological research in plant and animal life will be fully as im-
portant for agricultural improvement in the future as in the past.
Without technological research the possibilities of regional read-
justment would be seriously limited. For instance, the agronomic
ossibilities of crop production in any area must be ascertained
Eefore recommendations for change in cropping systems can be
made with confidence. The possibilities of combating plant and
animal diseases also must be studied. Stabilization of preduc-
tion—" orderly production " as a basis for * orderly marketing,” of
which we have heard so much—rests in no small degree on de-
pendable performance of plant and animal life. Regional adjust-
ment, while emphasizing the economic idea of comparative ad-
vantages, is largely dependent on technological research.

READJUSTMENT AND TOTAL OUTPUT IN AGRICULTURE

Although an effective program for readjustment in agriculture
according to comparative advantages of the various regions would
not revolutionize agriculture in a year or two, it would mean
more efficient production in terms of the relation of physical
output of farm products to input of labor and capital. This
brings us to the relation of increased efficiency to total supply
and to price.

A few years ago a distinguished member of this body sald:
“ Until we know the influence of efficiency on supply, it is futile
for us to recommend efficiency as a cure for agricultural depres-
sion.” (Sidney B. Haskell, director Massachusetts Agricultural Ex-
periment Station, in discussing a paper, Economic Research as
a Basis for Agricultural Adjustments and Froduction Programs,
by H. R. Tolley and J. W. Tapp, before the New England Re-
search Council, Boston, October 15, 1826.) This challenge can not
be ignored. It must be considered in connection with any long-
time plan for readjustment according to comparative advantage,
or any other plan for greater efficiency in farming, and must take
into account long-time tendencies and broad problems of public
interest.

The developments of new technique replacing a substantial
amount of hand labor in agriculture is similar in principle to
those improvements in manufacturing which brought the indus-
trial era. In considering the economic significance of the machine
technique in farming, we must distinguish between the short
run and the long run and how each may affect the public inter-
est. In the short run these improvements cause maladjustments
and individual hardship to those subjected to the economic pres-
sure that accompanies rapid change in technique. The result in
agriculture is similar in principle to technological unemployment
in industry. But these short-run considerations should not be
permitted to hide the long-time significance of those improve-
ments.

Mechanization in agriculture as in industry brings individual
hardship, which public policy should seek to minimize, but it
would be most unwise to erect barriers against the forces of progress
which these improvements represent. Our problem is to aid the
orderly advancement of these forces so as to realize for farmers
and for society generally the fundamental advantages which are
inherent in them. In attempting to do this we must take into
account the conflict of interest between the consumer and the
producer of farm products.

If greater efficiency should result in such an increased total
supply that the farmer would lose in the form of lower prices all
that he gained by reduced costs, the consumer would get all and
the farmer none of the advantages of technical progress. Broad
public interest in the long run requires that the producer and the
consumer should share these profits. This calls for a clear differ-
entiation of aims. Fundamentally the aim of economic policy is
not the welfare of industry or of agriculture apart from the human
beings in the factory and on the farm but rather the material
welfare of human beings whether in agriculture or in other pur-
suits. If we accept this as a fair statement of economic objec-
tives, it matters little whether the individual finds his maximum
well-being in agriculture or in some other walk of life. It follows
that in the long run we need not fear permanently burdensome
overproduction in agriculture, provided we keep open the way of
adjustment among economic groups.

When one pursuit—agriculture, for instance—becomes so effi-
clent in terms of direct labor required in production that fewer
human beings are needed, it is desirable from individual as well
as social standpoints that movement of population should be
facilitated to ald in equalizing advantages among economic
groups.

LONG-TIME POSSIBILITIES OF PREVENTING OVERPRODUCTION

Population movement among economic groups: The first step
toward preventing efficiency in farming from causing permanent
depression in agriculture is to maintain that public attitude and
to improve those education advantages which develop the maxi-
mum case of population movement as between occupations, It

should be quite possible to accomplish in a country like ours
blessed with a comparative absence of such artificial barriers as
rigidity of social stratification and fixity of occupational status,
and where educational opportunity for all is a powerful social
ideal. It is realized that farmers who have their all invested in
farm property and who have become fixed in their occupation
seldom can change to another occupation without serious loss.
But we have, and shall continue to have, large human resources
represented by the younger generation, not yet fixed occupation-
aly. To the degree that our educational system prepares young
people for those pursuits that may offer better advantages, they
will constitute the adjustable element in our population.

It does not seem probable, moreover, that any program of re-
gional adjustment will plunge agriculture infto general efficiency
so rapidly that population movement will lag far behind the
economic urge for such movement. This hope is based on the
optimistic assumption that society will find a way to avoid these
violent disruptions of economic relationships that result from
war and its companion evil of drastic finaneial inflation.

Higher “supply price” of the human factor: Higher supply
price of the human factor in agriculture also will act as a further
means of preventing efficiency In farming from becoming burden-
some to farmers. By “supply price” of the human factor is
meant a reward sufficient to induce men and women to remain in
or to go into farming. The effectiveness of this factor depends
largely on superior alternative opportunities, the existence of
which is inferred if and when it is assumed that farmers gen-
erally are on a lower level of economic opportunity than the rest
of the population.

Insistent demand for a higher standard of living, coupled with
educational facilities and social opportunities for intergroup
movements of population, is a powerful long-time preventative
against the permanent depression of any economic group below
the level of other groups. We can well afford to welcome a
healthy discontent among farmers especially in the more un-
profitable agricultural regions. By healthy discontent is meant,
not grumbling in a state of inactivity but insistence upon an
adequate reward together with a determination to find a way
of achieving it. This attitude of mind is the opposite of that
which makes for passive acceptance of a low standard of living.
It is the antidote to the fondest fears of those who predict a
“ peasant status” for American farmers.

Possibility of more leilsure: Another safeguard against over-
production as a permanent result of efficiency is the possibility
of greater leisure as a reward of efficiency. Here, too, an analogy
may be found in industry, although we should not push the
analogy too far, because the proprietary interest and the labor
interest are generally united in farming but separated in indus-
try. In industry the shorter working day may have been adopted
as a result of collective bargaining of labor, but it was made
possible by increased efficiency of labor resulting from technologi-
cal improvements and superior industrial organization. Is it too
much to hope that recent progress toward less drudgery in farm-
ing foreshadows still less drudgery and more leisure as a result
;Jfb te;:hnological progress and greater effectiveness of human
abor?

Withdrawal from the poorest land: A third possibility of mini-
mizing the danger of overproduction as a result of efficiency In
farming lies in public-land policies, by which it may be possible to
prevent expansion of the agricultural area and to facilitate an
orderly retreat of farming from those areas which are too poor to
support an adequate standard of living. While farmers on much
of the so-called submarginal lands are not contributing a very
large part of the total commercial supply of farm products they
certainly constitute an important element in the unsatisfactory
economic status of agriculture. Whether these farmers—for in-
stance the independent mountaineers—would have one whit added
to their happiness should they go to better agricultural land or
into industry, involves such complicated and unsettled philosophi-
cal questions as the " aim of life ” and the * meaning of progress.”
In the economic sense, however, pro means increasing wants
and opportunities to satisfy them, a justifiable definition of prog-
ress when dealing with the bread-and-butter question of net
income. Hence, for the present we may assume that an individual
is better off when he has more material satisfactions in terms of
food, shelter, clothes, education, automobiles, and radios than
when he has & minimum of the necessaries of life.

CONCLUSIONS

It may seem optimistic, but, it is hoped, not unreasonable to
assume that greater efficiency in agriculture through regional read-
justments need not be viewed as a potential cause of permanent
agricultural depression. This belief rests on the expectation that,
barring violent economic disruption by war and drastic inflation,
effective adjustment among economic groups is possible, and that,
except in contingencies affecting particular crops, we need not
apply too literally the theory that to produce less is necessarily the
way to get more of the good things of life, a theory which, if
applied in the long run, might lead to the unhappy conclusion
that if everybody produced less we should all enjoy more.

We are confronted with dynamic forces continuously creating
problems of readjustment between regions with different kinds of
advantages in production and among economic groups. To the
degree that these adjustments are effective we may approximate
an equality of opportunity for human beings in all groups and
yet in the long run fully avail ourselves of those opportunities for
a higher standard of material well-being which are afforded by the

productive power of natural advantages and technological progress.,
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to—

Mr. Stosss (at the request of Mr. Luce), indefinitely, on
‘account of illness. '

Mr. Beepy, for one week, on account of business.

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee did on this
day present to the President for his approval bills of the
House of the following titles:

H.R.5627. An act relating to naturalization of certain
aliens; and

H.R. 10166. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy
to proceed with the construction of certain public works at
'Philadelphia, Pa., and for other purposes.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn. v

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and
24 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow,
Wednesday, February 11, 1931, at 12 o’clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
Mr, TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for Wednesday, February 11, 1931,
as reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several com-
mittees:
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS
(10 a. m.)
Second deficiency bill.
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS
(10 a. m.)

To amend subsection (a) of section 1 of an act entitled
“An act for the acquisition, establishment, and development
of the George Washington Memorial Parkway along the
Potomac from Mount Vernon and Fort Washington to the
Great Falls, and to provide for the acquisition of lands in
the District of Columbia and the States of Maryland and
Virginia requisite to the comprehensive park, parkway, and
playground system of the National Capital,” approved May
29, 1930 (H. R. 16218).

To authorize the construction on Government Island, Ala-
meda, Calif., of buildings required by the Bureau of Public
Roads and Forest Service of the Department of Agriculture
and the Coast Guard of the Treasury Department (H. R.
16947).

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

824. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropria-
tion for the fiscal year 1931 for the Navy Department, in
the sum of $150,000 (H. Doc. No. 747) ; to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

825. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting re-
port from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, on
preliminary examination of Willamette River, Oreg., be-
tween Oregon City and Portland, including the locks at
Oregon City (H. Doc. No. 748) ; to the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

826. A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting a
letter from the Secretary General of the International Par-
liamentary Conference on Commerce, extending an invita-
tion to the Congress of the United States to be represented
at the seventeenth plenary assembly of the above-mentioned
organization which is to take place in the House of Repre-
sentatives at Prague, beginning May 26, 1931; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,
Mr. CRAIL: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. J. Res.
494, A joint resolution authorizing the establishment and
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maintenance of a United States passport bureau at Los
Angeles, Calif.; without amendment (Rept. No. 2562). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 16590.
A bill to permit the Army to participate at the Yorktown
sesquicentennial celebration; with amendment (Rept. No.
2566). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

Mr. ENUTSON: Committee on Insular Affairs. H. R.
15360. A bill to provide for the filling of certain vacancies
in the Senate and House of Representatives of Porto Rico;
with amendment (Rept. No. 2567). Referred to the House
Calendar.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT,

Mr. RANSLEY: Committee on Military Affairs, H. R.
11743. A bill for the relief of William G. Burress: without
amendment (Rept. No. 2561). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R.
2659. A Dbill placing Cadet Adrian Van Leeuwen on the
retired list of the Army; with amendment (Rept. No. 2563).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mrs. KAHN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 5049.
A Dbill for the relief of Frank Fisher; without amendment
(Rept. No. 2564). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R.
14475. A bill for the relief of Orville E. Clark: without
amendment (Rept. No. 2565). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R.
16394) for the relief of M. Brown and S. H. Brown for
losses sustained on schooner Ninnetta M. Porcella, and the
same was referred to the Committee on War Claims.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CONNERY: A bill (H. R. 17001) to amend sec-
tion 5 of the World War veterans’ act, 1924, as amended; to
the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation.

By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 17002) to authorize con-
struction and to authorize appropriation for construction at
Scott Field, Belleville, IIl.; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 17003)
to amend the World War veterans' act, 1924, as amended,
by providing for allowance for widows and children of vet-
erans of the World War; to the Committee on World War
Veterans' Legislation.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 17004) to
expedite the deportation of certain aliens, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion.

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 17005) to provide for
the establishment of the Isle Royale National Park, in
the State of Michigan, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands. ;

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 17008) for the protection
of restricted Indian landowners; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs.

By Mr. JAMES of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17007) to in-
corporate the American Gold Star Mothers; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LEAVITT (departmental request): A bill (H. R.
17008) to add certain lands to the Upper Mississippi River
Wild Life and Fish Refuge; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs,
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By Mr. LUCE: A bill (H. R. 17009) to create a commis-
sion to study the hospitalizing of war veterans; to the
Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation.

By Mr. CARTER of California: A bill (H. R. 17010) to
amend subsection (d) of section 11 of the merchant marine
act of June 5, 1920, as amended by section 301 of the
merchant marine act of May 22, 1928; to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. BRITTEN: Resolution (H. Res. 353) for the con-
sideration of Senate bill 550 entitled “An act to regulate the
distribution and promotion of commissioned officers of the
line of the Navy, and for other purposes ”; to the Committee
on Rules.

By Mrs. OWEN: Resolution (H. Res. 354) to print the
manuscript entitled “ Survey of the Seminole Indians of
Florida,” by Roy Nash, as a House document; to the Com-
mittee on Printing.

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 495) to
authorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to
close upper Water Street between Twenty-second and
Twenty-third Streets; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: Joint resolution (H. J.
Res. 496) to regulate commerce between the United States
and foreign countries in respect of petroleum and its prod-
ucts, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented
and referred as follows: :

By Mr. CULLEN: Concurrent resolution of the Legisla-
ture of the State of New York, urging the Congress of the
United States to authorize the United States Shipping Board
to sell to the Port of New York Authority the properties in
the port of New York district commonly known as the
Hoboken Pier properties; to the Committee on the Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. HASTINGS: Memorial of the State Legislature of
the State of Oklahoma, memorializing the Congress of the
United States to pass Senate bills 2350 and 2351 at an early
date; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Concurrent resolution of the Leg-
islature of the State of New York, urging the Congress of the
United States of America to authorize the United States
Shipping Board to sell o the Port of New York Authority
the properties in the port of New York district commonly
known as the Hoboken Pier properties; to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mrs. RUTH PRATT: Memorial of the State Legisla-
ture of the State of New York, memorializing the Congress
of the United States to authorize the Shipping Board of the
United States to sell to the Port of New York Authority the
properties in the port of New York district commonly known
as the Hoboken Pier properties; to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BRAND of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 17011) granting an
increase of pension to Nancy M. Roberts; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17012) granting an increase of pension
to Mary C. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 17013) granting an increase of pension
to Margaret Janes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 17014) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Emily A. McLeran; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 17015) granting an increase
of pension to Jessie F. Loughridge; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOGG of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 17016)
granting a pension to William S. Maxwell; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.
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By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 17017) for the relief of
William Louis Pitthan; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. JOHNSTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 17018)
granting an increase of pension to Matilda Murphy; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mrs. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 17019) for the relief of Dave
Price; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17020) for the relief of Jacob Meyers;
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17021) for the relief of Arthur H. Chris-
tern; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. EURTZ: A bill (H. R. 17022) granting an increass
of pension to Lizzie S. Feight; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. LAMBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 17023) for the relief
of Stanton and Jones; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 17024) granting a pen-
sion to Nerva Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 17025) granting a pension
to Marie T. Meyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STALEER: A bill (H. R. 17026) granting an in-
crease of pension to William J. Ryan; to the Committee on
Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXITI, petitions and papers were
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

9257. Petition of Workers’ Unemployment Insurance Dele-
gation, Washington, D. C,, signed by the delegates petition-
ing Congress to urge unemployment insurance; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. :

9258. By Mr. ADKINS: Petition of ex-service men of
Champaign, Ill., requesting immediate cash payment at full
face value of adjusted-compensation certificates as created
by section 702 of the World War adjusted compensation act
of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9259. Also, petition of ex-service men of Charleston, IIl,
requesting immediate cash payment at full face value of
adjusted-compensation certificates as created by section 702
of the World War adjusted compensation act of 1924; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

9260. By Mr. ALDRICH: Joint resolution of the city
council of Providence, R. I., favoring immediate payment of
face value of adjusted-compensation certificates to veterans
of World War; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9261. Also, protest of Mercy Circle, No. 154, Daughters of
Isabella, East Greenwich, R. 1., against passage of Senate
bill 4582; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

9262. By Mr, BATIRD: Petition of Seneca County Holstein
Club of Ohio, protesting against use of palm oil in oleo
without a tax thereon; to the Committee on Agriculture.

9263. By Mr. BOHN: Petition of Trades and Labor Couneil
of Escanaba, Mich., that the length, width, and weight of
motor busses and trucks should be regulated and limited,
and probable trailers should be prohibited; their operation
and rates should be as strictly regulated as those of rail-
ways; and they should be prohibited to make any discrimi-
nation in their rates that they please to get business while
railways are prohibited from making such discrimination;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

9264. By Mr. CAMPBELL of Iowa: Petition of 12 citizens
of Gaza, Iowa, urging support of Sparks-Capper amendment
excluding approximately 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens from
count of population in the congressional reapportionment;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

9265. By Mr. CANFIELD: Petition of Albert E. Lette, of
728 Roxboro Place NW., Washington, D. C., together with
60 other World War veterans of Washington, D. C., respect-
fully petitioning Congress to pay the veterans the full cash
value of their adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

9266. By Mr. CLANCY: Petition of citizens of Detroit,
Mich., urging the passage of legislation for payment of the
face value of the adjusted-service certificates to soldiers of
the World War; to the Committee on Ways and Means.
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9267. By Mr, CONDON: Petition of Amos J. Masse and
several other World War veterans from Rhode Island, urging
legislation looking toward the immediate payment of the
adjusted-compensation certificates at their face value; to
the Committee on Ways and Means. -

9268. Also, petition of Arthur Beaulieu and several other
World War veterans from Rhode Island, urging legislation
looking toward the immediate payment of the adjusted-com-
pensation certificates at full face value; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

9269. Also, petition of the city council of the city of Provi-
dence, R. I., urging legislation looking toward the immediate
payment of the adjusted-compensation certificates at their
full face value; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9270. Also, petition of Stanley Glinka and several other
World War veterans from Rhode Island, urging legislation
looking toward the immediate payment of the adjusted-
compensation certificates at full face value; to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

9271. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petitions of Woman’s Chris-
tian Temperance Union, of Johnstown; Woman’s Christian
Temperance Union, of Amsterdam; and Methodist Episcopal
Church, of Scotia, N. Y., urging enactment of the Grant
Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

9272, By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn,
N. Y., urging the immediate cash payment at full face
value of adjusted-compensation certificates as created by
section 702 of the World War adjusted compensation act of
1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9273. Also, petition of the officers and general staff of the
Military Order of the World War at their meeting at na-
tional headquarters in Washington, D. C., urging Congress
to take immediate steps to protect the interests of labor
and economic interests of this country, placing an embargo
on importation of goods produced by forced and convict
labor; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9274, Also, petition from residents of the fourth congres-
sional district of New York, urging the prompt passage of
House bill 7884 providing for the exemption of dogs from
vivisection in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

9275. By Mr. DEROUEN: Resolution adopted by American
Legion Post, No. 45, Opelousas, La., urging the Congress of
the United States to pass a bill providing for the immediate
cash payment of the adjusted-service certificates to the vet-
erans of the World War; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

9276. By Mr. DOUTRICH: Petition of members of the
Centenary Methodist Church, Lebanon, Pa., favoring House
Joint Resolution No. 356, providing for an amendment to the
United States Constitution excluding unnaturalized aliens
when making apportionment for congressional districts; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

9277. Also, petition of members of Earl E. Aurand Post,
No. 1086, Veterans of Foreign Wars, Harrisburg, Pa., urging
immediate cash payment at full face value of adjusted-
service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9278. Also, petition of C. E. Eisenacher and other residents
of Harrisburg, Pa., urging the immediate cash payment at
full face value of adjusted-service certificates; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

9279. Also, petition of Laurence J. Salinger and other resi-
dents of Steelton, Pa., urging the immediate cash payment
at full face value of adjusted-service certificates; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

9280. Also, petition of residents of Harrisburg, Wormleys-
burg, Lemoyne, New Cumberland, Steelton, and Penbrook,
Pa. urging immediate cash payment at full face value of
adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

9281. By Mr. ESTEP: Petition of Arch C. Bailey and 38
other citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa., urging immediate cash pay-
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ment at full face value of adjusted-compensation service
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

6282, Also, petition of Frank Rafferty and 38 other citizens
of Pittsburgh, Pa., urging immediate cash payment at full
face value of adjusted-compensation service certificates; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

9283. By Mr. FENN: Petition of World War veterans of
Hartford, Conn., favoring the payment of the adjusted-
compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

9284. Also, petition of World War veterans of Bristol,
Conn., favoring the payment of the adjusted-compensation
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. .

9285. Also, petition of five citizens of the first congres-
sional district of Connecticut, favoring the passage of House
bill 7884, for the exemption of dogs from vivisection in the
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

9286. By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Wilbur B. Clark
and 36 other veterans of the National Military Home, Day-
ton, Ohio, praying for immediate passage of an act to pay in
cash the World War adjusted-service certificates; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

9287. By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Petition of a number of
residents of Yonkers, N. Y., urging the immediate cash pay-
ment of the World War veterans’ adjusted-service certifi-
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9288. By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: Petition of Wood-
ward Chamber of Commerce, indorsing House bill 14447: to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

9289. Also, petition of Richmond Chamber of Commerce,
indorsing House bill 14447; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

9290. Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of the Stata
of New York, indorsing 24-hour quarantine service at th>
port of New York; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

9291. Also, petition of American Association for Labor
Legislation, indorsing Senate bill 3060; to the Committee on
Labor.

9292. Also, petition of District Lodge, No. 44, International
Association of Machinists, indorsing Senate bill 4750; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

9293. Also, petition of Washington Board of Trade, in-
dorsing House bill 14447; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

9294. By Mr. HALE: Petition of 31 registered voters of
the first congressional district of New Hampshire (forwarded
by New England Anti-Vivisection Society), for early con-
sideration and passage of House bill 7884 without qualifica-
tion or amendment; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

9295. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of residents of Kalama-
zoo, Mich., urging Congress to pass House bill 7884 for the
exemption of dogs from vivisection in the District of Co-
lumbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

9296. Also, petition of residents of Battle Creek, Mich., in
support of an amendment to the Constitution excluding
unnaturalized aliens from the count of population for ap-
portionment of congressional districts; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

9297. Also, resolution of Joseph B. Westnedge Post, No.
36, of the American Legion, Kalamazoo, Mich., in favor of
payment of the adjusted-compensation certificates in a
lump sum; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9298. By Mr. MORTON D. HULL: Petition of John J.
O'Hara and others, urging immediate payment to veterans
of the face value of their adjusted compensation; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

9299. By Mr. McCLINTOCK of Ohio: Petition of 66 citi-
zens of Stark County, Ohio, favoring immediate cash pay-
ment at full face value of the adjusted-compensation cer-
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9300. By Mr. NELSON of Missouri: Petition of number
of citizens of Jefferson City, Mo., asking for immediate
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cash payment at full face value of adjusted-service cer-
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9301. By Mrs. NORTON: Petition of Vivisection Investiga-
tion League, of Tenafly, N. J., and others, in favor of House
bill 7884, against the vivisection of dogs; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

9302. By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: Concurrent reso-
lution of the Legislature of the State of New York, authoriz-
ing the United States Shipping Board to sell to the Port of
New York Authority the properties in the port of New York
district commonly known as the Hoboken Pier properties;
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

9303. By Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma: Petition of For-
rest 1. Kreep and other veterans, of Bartlesville, Okla., re-
questing immediate payment of the adjusted-service cer-
tificates of World War veterans; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

9304. By Mr. REED of New York: Petition of Forestville
(N. Y.) Woman’s Christian Temperance Union indorsing
House bill 9986; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

9305. By Mr. REID of Illinois: Petition of residents of the
District of Columbia urging the passage of House bill 7884
to exempt dogs from vivisection in the District of Columbia;
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

9306. By Mr. REILLY: Petition signed by veterans of the
recent World War residents of the sixth congressional dis-
trict of Pennsylvania, urging legislation looking toward the
immediate payment of the adjusted-compensation certifi-
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9307. By Mr. ROBINSON: Petition signed by L. R.
Schroeder, of 820 Bertch Avenue, Waterloo, and 38 other
citizens of Black Hawk County, Iowa, urging the cash pay-
ment of adjusted-compensation (bonus) certificates at full
face value of adjusted-compensation certificates as created
by section 702 of the World War adjusted compensation act
of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9308. Also, petition signed by John W. Robinson, 628 Allen
Street, Waterloo, Black Hawk County, and 38 other citizens
of Waterloo, Iowa, urging the cash payment of adjusted-
compensation (bonus) certificates at full face value of -ad-
justed-compensation certificates as created by section 702
of the World War adjusted compensation act of 1924; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

9309. Also, petition signed by K. J. Farrell, of 610 Sumner
Street, Waterloo, Black Hawk County, and 38 other citizens
of Waterloo, Iowa, urging the cash payment of adjusted-
compensation (bonus) certificates at full face value of ad-
Jjusted-compensation certificates as created by section 702 of
the World War adjusted compensation act of 1924; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

9310, Also, petition signed by George F. Keister and 42
citizens of Goldfield, Iowa, urging the adoption of the Sparks-
Capper stop-alien representation amendment, House Joint
Resolution No. 356, excluding about 7,500,000 unnaturalized
aliens from the count of the population of the Nation for
apportionment of congressional districts among the States;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

9311, By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of Minnesota State Agri-
cultural Society at their annual meeting, urging enactment
of legislation to levy a 10-cent tax on oleomargarine colored
in any manner whatsoever; to the Committee on Agriculture.

9312, Also, petition of Bagley Cooperative Creamery, Bag-
ley, Minn., 400 members, urging passage of the Brigham bill,
H. R. 15934, placing a fixed charge of 10 cents a pound on
oleomargarine colored to resemble butter; to the Committee
on Agriculture,

9313. Also, petition of American Legion Post, No. 304, Gon-
vick, Minn., urging full cash payment of all adjusted-
compensation insurance certificates at an early date; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

9314, By Mr, SHREVE: Petition of Jessie M. K. Gifford
and a number of other residents of Erie, Pa., asking for the
passage of House Joint Resolution 356 providing for an
amendment to the United States Constitution excluding the

approximately 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens from the count
of the population of the Nation for the apportionment of
congressional districts among the States; to the Committee
on the Judiciary. .

9315. Also, petition of C. L. Irons and 34 other residents
of Linesville, Crawford County; Mrs. B. W. Washburn and
24 other citizens of Erie; and Dorothy McIntyre and other
citizens of Union City, Erie County, Pa.; urging the passage
of the Sparks-Capper amendment to the Constitution, House
Joint Resolution 356; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

9316. By Mr. SMITH of West Virginia: Petition of A.
Scalise and other citizens of Beckley, W. Va., in behalf of
immediate cash payment at full face value of adjusted-
compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and -
Means!

9317. By Mr. SNOW: Petition of Carrie S. Peakes, of
Milo, Me., and others, urging enactment of legislation pro-
hibiting the use of dogs for vivisection purposes in the Dis-
trict of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

9318. By Mr. SPARKS: Petition of local institute of the
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Morland, Kans.,
urging Federal supervision of motion pictures as provided
in the Grant Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

9319. Also, petition of the Woman’s Home Missionary
Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Winona,
Kans., for the Federal supervision of motion pictures as
provided in the Grant Hudson motion picture bill, H. R.
9986; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. .

9320. By Mr. SPROUL of Illinois: Petition of 38 residents
of the city of Chicago, praying for cash payment of ad-
justed-compensation certificates; to the Commitiee on
Ways and Means. .

9321. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of
clergymen of Homer City, Pa., favoring the proposed
Sparks-Capper amendment to the Constitution to exclude
unnaturalized aliens from the count of population for ap-
portionment of.congressional districts; to the Committes
on the Judiciary.

9322. Also, pefition of Presbyterian Church and Sunday
School, of Falls Creek, Pa., in favor of proposed Sparks-
Capper amendment to the Constitution to exclude unnat-
uralized aliens from the count of population for apportion-
ment of congressional districts; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

9323. By Mr. SULLIVAN of Pennsylvania: Petition of
Mary D. McGinnis, as chairman of the Tabernacle Society
of the Pittsburgh Council of Catholic Women, protesting
Senate bill 4582, amending the tariff act and Criminal Code;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

9324, By Mr. SWANSON: Petition of members of Helmer
Reyelt Post, American Legion, Harlan, Iowa, for immediate
payment of adjusted compensation; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

9325. By Mr. SWING: Petition of citizens of California,
petitioning the President and Congress of the United States
in behalf of immediate cash payment at full face value of
adjusted-compensation certificates as created by section 702
of the World War adjusted compensation act of 1924; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

9326. Also, petition of citizens of California, petitioning
the President and Congress of the United States in behalf of
immediate cash payment at full face value of the adjusted-
compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

9327. Also, petition of citizens of California, expressing
sincere and active interest in passage of House bill 7834, for
the exemption of dogs from vivisection in the District of
Columbia; to tne Committee on the District of Columbia.

9328. Also, petition of Catholic Women’s Council, Ladies’
Auxiliary Ancient Order of Hibernians, Young Ladies’ In-
stitute, Catholic Daughters of America, Queen’s Daughters,
Catholic Order of Foresters, Ladies’ Catholic Benevolent
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Society, all of San Diego, Calif., protesting the passage of
Senate bill 4582; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

9329. By Mr. TARVER: Petition of 40 citizens of Dade
County, Ga., asking immediate cash payment of adjusted-
service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

9330. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of 56 citizens of Scott-
dale, Westmoreland County, Pa., urging favorable action on
Sparks-Capper amendment eliminating 7,500,000 unnatural-
ized aliens from count in proposed congressional reappor-
tionment; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

9331. Also, petition of 10 citizens of Westmoreland County
urging support of Sparks-Capper amendment eliminating

approximately 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens from count
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in proposed congressional reapportionment: to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

9332. Also, petition of 26 members of the Latrobe Method-
ist Episcopal Church, Latrobe, Pa., urging support of pro-
posed Sparks-Capper amendment eliminating approxi-
mately 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens from count in con-
gressional reapportionment; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

9333. Also, petition of citizens of Scottdale, Westmoreland
County, Pa., urging favorable consideration of Sparks-
Capper amendment eliminating approximately 7,500,000
aliens from count in proposed congressional reapportion-
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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